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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Crossc1aimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 
District Court No. CV 2009-489 
000001
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as ) 
managing member of ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE ) 
DOES I - X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS, I - XV ) 
) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls 
HONORABLE RANDY J. STOKER 
District Judge 
Charles A. Homer 
Holden, Kidweel, Hahn & Crapo 
P. O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
David W. Gadd 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P. O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
000002
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
Page 1 of 10 
Date Code 
1/26/2009 NCOC 
APER 
COMP 
SMIS 
2/5/2009 SMRT 
ACSV 
2/12/2009 SMRT 
AFSV 
SMRT 
AFSV 
3/4/2009 NOAP 
APDF 
NOTC 
NOTC 
3/5/2009 
3/6/2009 DFLT 
3/16/2009 ANSW 
3/18/2009 
ANSW 
3/26/2009 NORT 
3/31/2009 RRTS 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
User: COOPE 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., eta!. 
User Judge 
AGUIRRE New Case Filed-Other Claims Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Plaintiff: First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls Randy J. Stoker 
Appearance John S. Ritchie 
AGUIRRE Filing: A - Civil Complaint for more than $1,000.00 Randy J. Stoker 
Paid by: Ritchie, John S. (attorney for First 
Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls) Receipt 
number: 9002285 Dated: 1/26/2009 Amount: 
$88.00 (Check) For: First Federal Savings Bank 
Of Twin Falls (plaintiff) 
AGUIRRE Complaint Filed Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Summons Issued Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Summons Returned Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Acceptance Of Service Randy J. Stoker 
2-3-9 
NIELSEN Summons Returned Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Affidavit Of Service Randy J. Stoker 
2-5-9 
NIELSEN Summons Returned Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Affidavit Of Service Randy J. Stoker 
2-5-9 
NIELSEN Notice Of Appearance Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Application For Default of Defendant Page Randy J. Stoker 
Enterprises, Inc. 
AGUIRRE Notice of Intention to Take Default Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Notice of Intention to Take Default Randy J. Stoker 
SCHULZ Filing: 17 - All Other Cases Paid by: Jensen, Randy J. Stoker 
Kent D (attorney for Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc.) Receipt number: 9006301 
Dated: 3/5/2009 Amount: $58.00 (Credit card) 
For: Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
( defendant) 
SCHULZ Filing: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Jensen, Randy J. Stoker 
Kent D (attorney for Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc.) Receipt number: 9006301 
Dated: 3/5/2009 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) For: 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. (defendant) 
MCMULLEN Default of Defendant Page ENterprises, inc. Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Answer Randy J. Stoker 
NICHOLSON Filing: 17 - All Other Cases Paid by: Stover, Randy J. Stoker 
Timothy Receipt number: 9007713 Dated: 
3/18/2009 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. (defendant) 
NICHOLSON Answer Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Note Of Issuelrequest For Trial Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Response To Request For Trial Setting Randy J. Stoker 000003
Date: 3/15/2011 
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Date Code 
4/3/2009 HRSC 
OSCO 
4/6/2009 
CNTR 
4/8/2009 RECO 
MISC 
4/22/2009 SMRT 
ACSV 
4/27/2009 NOHG 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MEMO 
4/28/2009 HRSC 
5/7/2009 NOFG 
5/8/2009 MDIS 
HRSC 
5/11/2009 NTSD 
MOTN 
5/29/2009 APER 
APER 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
User: COOPE 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User Judge 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Status 05/11/2009 10:00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) Scheduling Conference 
MCMULLEN Order for Scheduling Conference and Order RE: Randy J. Stoker 
Motion Practice 
NICHOLSON Filing: J5 - Special motions, petitions and Randy J. Stoker 
pleadings - Third party complaint- this fee is in 
addition to any fee filed as a plaintiff initiating the 
case or as a defendant appearing in the case 
Paid by: Stover, Timothy J (attorney for Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.) Receipt number: 9009540 
Dated: 4/6/2009 Amount: $14.00 (Check) For: 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. (defendant) 
NICHOLSON Filing: J6 - Special motions, petitions and Randy J. Stoker 
pleadings - Cross claim (defendant v. defendant 
or plaintiff v. plaintiff) Paid by: Stover, Timothy J 
(attorney for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.) Receipt 
number: 9009540 Dated: 4/6/2009 Amount: 
$14.00 (Check) For: Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
( defendant) 
NICHOLSON Counterclaim and Crossclaim and Third Party Randy J. Stoker 
Complaint 
NIELSEN Reply To Counterclaim Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Lis Pendens Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Summons Returned Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Acceptance Of Service Randy J. Stoker 
4-17-9 
NIELSEN Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Motion for Summary Judgment Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer in Support of Randy J. Stoker 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
NIELSEN Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment 06/22/2009 10:00 AM) 
NIELSEN Notice Of Filing Bankruptcy Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Motion To Dismiss Motion for Summary Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Status 11/09/2009 10:00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) 
MCMULLEN Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Motion to Dismiss Motion for Summary Judgment Randy J. Stoker 
SCHULZ Defendant: Page, Dallas Appearance Robert E. Randy J. Stoker 
Williams III 
SCHULZ Defendant: Anasazi Construction Appearance Randy J. Stoker 
Robert E. Williams III 000004
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
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Date Code 
5/29/2009 
NOAP 
6/4/2009 ANSW 
10/19/2009 NOTC 
10/22/2009 NOHG 
MOTN 
CONT 
10/30/2009 NOHG 
11/912009 MEMO 
MOTN 
AFFD 
NOHG 
11/19/2009 STIP 
11/20/2009 CO NT 
12/23/2009 AFFD 
MEMO 
1/4/2010 BREF 
AFFD 
REPL 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
SCHULZ Filing: 17 - All Other Cases Paid by: Williams, 
Robert E. III (attorney for Page, Dallas) Receipt 
number: 9014549 Dated: 5/29/2009 Amount: 
$58.00 (Check) For: Page, Dallas (defendant) 
SCHULZ Notice Of Appearance 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Answer of Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, Randy J. Stoker 
LLC. to the Counterclaim/Cross-Claim/Third Party 
Complaint of Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
AGUIRRE Notice of Relief From Bankruptcy Stay Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Amended Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
NIELSEN Amended Motion for Summary Judgment Randy J. Stoker 
MCMULLEN Continued (Summary Judgment 11/23/2009 Randy J. Stoker 
10:00 AM) 
NIELSEN Second Amended Notice of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Memorandum in Support of Riedesel Randy J. Stoker 
Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
AGUIRRE Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Randy J. Stoker 
Summary Judgment 
AGUIRRE Affidavit of Aaron L Wert in Support of Riedesel Randy J. Stoker 
Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
AGUIRRE Notice Of Hearing on Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Randy J. Stoker 
Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment 
PIERCE Stipulation for Vacation and rescheduling of Randy J. Stoker 
Hearings 
MCMULLEN Continued (Motion for Summary Judgment Randy J. Stoker 
01/11/201010:00 AM) Cross-Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
PIERCE Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' Randy J. Stoker 
Memorandum in Response to Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
PIERCE Brief in Opposition to Motion for Summary Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment by Riedesel Engineering, Inc., on Third 
Party Complaint Against Third Party Defendants 
Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLC 
PIERCE Affidavit of Dallas Page in Opposition to Randy J. Stoker 
Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment of Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., Against Anasazi Constuction, 
LLC, and Dallas Page on Third Party Complaint 
PIERCE Reply Memorandum in Support of Riedesel Randy J. Stoker 
Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
000005
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Date Code 
1/6/2010 AFFD 
1/11/2010 DCHH 
CMIN 
ADVS 
1/25/2010 OPIN 
1/26/2010 HRSC 
2/17/2010 SUBR 
NODT 
2/19/2010 NOTD 
MISC 
2/22/2010 DCHH 
CMIN 
2/23/2010 HRSC 
OSCO 
2/25/2010 NTSD 
3/3/2010 NSSC 
APER 
APER 
3/8/2010 SUBR 
NOTD 
3/10/2010 NOHG 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
PIERCE Affidavit of Dallas Page in Opposition to 
Cross-Motion for summary Judgment of Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., Against Anasazi Construction, 
LLC and Dallas Page on Third Party Complaint. 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
held on 01/11/2010 10:00 AM: District Court 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes 
MCMULLEN Case Taken Under Advisement 
MCMULLEN Memorandum Opinion Re Cross Motions for 
Summary Judgment 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Status 02/22/201010:00 
AM) 
MCMULLEN Notice Of Hearing 
PIERCE Subpoena Returned 
PIERCE Notice Of Taking Deposition Duces Tecum of 
Jason Meyerhoeffer 
PIERCE Amended Notice of Deposition Duces Tecum of 
Jason Meyerhoeffer 
PIERCE Amended Subpoena Duces Tecum 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Status held on 02/22/2010 
10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Status 03/22/2010 10:00 
AM) Scheduling Conference 
MCMULLEN Order for Scheduling Conference and Order RE: 
Motion Practice 
PIERCE Notice Of Service Of Discovery 
PIERCE Notice Of Substitution Of Counsel 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
COOPE Plaintiff: First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls Randy J. Stoker 
Appearance Stephen Hardesty 
COOPE Plaintiff: First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls Randy J. Stoker 
Appearance Ryan McFarland 
PIERCE Second Amended Subpoena Duces Tecum Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Second Amended Notice of Deposition Duces Randy J. Stoker 
Tecum of Jason Meyerhoeffer 
PIERCE Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiff's Second Motion for Randy J. Stoker 
Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 
000006
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
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Date Code 
3/10/2010 MOTN 
MEMO 
AFFD 
HRSC 
3/18/2010 HRVC 
3/29/2010 NOTC 
4/5/2010 BREF 
4/7/2010 AFFD 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MISC 
MOTN 
4/8/2010 ORDR 
4/9/2010 NTSD 
NOTD 
NOTD 
4/12/2010 NOHG 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MISC 
OBJC 
REPL 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
PIERCE Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
Against Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
PIERCE Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Second 
Motion for Summary Judgment Against 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
PIERCE Affidavit Of Ryan T. McFarland in Support of 
Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
Against Defendant Riedesel, Inc. 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 04/19/201010:00 AM) 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Status held on 03/22/2010 
10:00 AM: Hearing Vacated Scheduling 
Conference - To be Reset After Summary 
Judgment Heard 
PIERCE Notice of Compliance 
MCMULLEN Answering Brief of Riedesel Engineering Inc. 
NICHOLSON Affidavit Of Timothy J. Stover In Support Of 
Motion To Shorten Time 
NICHOLSON Affidavit Of David W. Gadd In Support Of Motion 
For Reconsideration 
NICHOLSON Memorandum In Support Of Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc's Motion For Reconsideration 
NICHOLSON Riedesel Engineering Inc's Motion For 
Reconsideration 
NICHOLSON Motion For Order To Short Time For Hearing 
MCMULLEN Order to Shorten Time for Hearing 
PIERCE Notice Of Service Of Discovery 
PIERCE Notice Of Deposition of Riedisel Engineering, Inc. 
Pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 
30(B)(6) 
PIERCE Notice Of Deposition of Aaron L. Wert 
AGUIRRE Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Shorten Time For 
Hearing on Rule 56 (f) Motion for A Continuance 
of Hearing 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Motion to Shorten Time For Hearing on Rule 56 (f) Randy J. Stoker 
Motion for a Continuance of Hearing 
AGUIRRE Affidavit of Ryan T Mcfarland in Support of Rule Randy J. Stoker 
56(f) Motion for A Continuance of Hearing 
AGUIRRE Memorandum in Support of Rule 56(f) Motion for Randy J. Stoker 
a Continuance of Hearing 
AGUIRRE Rule 56 (f) Motion for A Continuance Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
AGUIRRE Objection to Motion to Shorten Time on Motion for Randy J. Stoker 
Reconsideration 
AGUIRRE Reply in Support of Plaintiff's Second Motion for Randy J. Stoker 
Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 000007
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
Page 6 of 10 
Date Code 
4/15/2010 ORDR 
4/19/2010 
DCHH 
CMIN 
NAAR 
NOHG 
4/20/2010 HRSC 
4/2212010 ORDR 
MOTN 
MOTN 
AFFD 
4/23/2010 ACSV 
ORDR 
4/2612010 
4/28/2010 MOTN 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
MCMULLEN Order Granting Rule 56(1) Motion for a 
Continuance of Hearing 
AIKELE Miscellaneous Payment: Copy Cd Paid by: Ryan 
McFarland Receipt number: 1011408 Dated: 
4/19/2010 Amount: $6.00 (Credit card) 
AIKELE Miscellaneous Payment: Postage Paid by: Ryan 
McFarland Receipt number: 1011408 Dated: 
4/19/2010 Amount: $.61 (Credit card) 
AIKELE Miscellaneous Payment: Technology Cost - CC 
Paid by: Ryan McFarland Receipt number: 
1011408 Dated: 4/19/2010 Amount: $3.00 
(Credit card) 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
held on 04/19/201010:00 AM: District Court 
Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes 
AIKELE Notice and Agreement RE: Purchase of audio 
recordings of district and magistrate court 
proceedings. 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Notice Of Hearing on Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Randy J. Stoker 
Motion for Reconsideration 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/17/201010:00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) Motion for Reconsideration 
MCMULLEN Order on Plaintiffs Second Motion For Summary Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment 
PIERCE Motion for Protective Order Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Motion for Order to Shorten Time for Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Affidavit of David W. Gadd in Support of Motion Randy J. Stoker 
for Protective Order 
PIERCE Acceptance Of Service of Subpoena, David Randy J. Stoker 
Gadd,04/22/2010 
COOPE Order Randy J. Stoker 
MMILLER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Randy J. Stoker 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Shonna Russell Receipt number: 1012073 
Dated: 4/26/2010 Amount: $1.00 (Credit card) 
MMILLER Miscellaneous Payment: Fax Fee Paid by: Randy J. Stoker 
Shonna Russell Receipt number: 1012073 
Dated: 4/26/2010 Amount: $2.50 (Credit card) 
MMILLER Miscellaneous Payment: Technology Cost - CC Randy J. Stoker 
Paid by: Shonna Russell Receipt number: 
1012073 Dated: 4/26/2010 Amount: $3.00 
(Credit card) 
PIERCE Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion for A Continuance of Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing 000008
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
Page 7 of 10 
Date Code 
4/28/2010 NOHG 
MOTN 
AFFD 
4/29/2010 NOHG 
4/30/2010 08JC 
AFFD 
5/3/2010 NOHG 
MOWD 
MEMO 
AFFD 
TRAN 
TRAN 
5/7/2010 NTSD 
5/10/2010 08JC 
5/13/2010 REPL 
REPL 
5/17/2010 DCHH 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
User: COOPE 
First Federal Savings 8ank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User Judge 
PIERCE Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Shorten Time for Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing on Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion for a 
Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing on Renewed Randy J. Stoker 
Rule 56(f) Motion for A Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Affidavit of Ryan T. McFarland in Support of First Randy J. Stoker 
Federal's Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion for a 
Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Notice Of Hearing on Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion Randy J. Stoker 
for a Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Objection to Plaintiffs Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion Randy J. Stoker 
for a Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Affidavit of David W. Gadd in Support of Randy J. Stoker 
Objection to Plaintiffs Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion 
for a Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Notice of Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion to Randy J. Stoker 
Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(8)(1) Motion for 
Relief From Order, and Motion for 
Reconsideration 
PIERCE Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule Randy J. Stoker 
60(8)(1) Motion for Relief from Order, and Motion 
for Reconsideration 
PIERCE Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to Randy J. Stoker 
Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(8)(1) Motion for 
Relief From Order, and Motion for 
Reconsideration 
PIERCE Affidavit of John S. Ritchie in Support of Plaintiffs Randy J. Stoker 
Motion to Withdraw Admission and Rule 60(8)(1) 
Motion for Relief from Order 
PIERCE Reporter's Transcript Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Reporter's Transcript Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Notice Of Service Of Discovery, by mail, Randy J. Stoker 
05/04/2010 
PIERCE Objection to Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw Randy J. Stoker 
Admission, Rule 60(8)(1) Motion for Relief From 
Order, and Motion for Reconsideration 
PIERCE Reply in Support of Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion Randy J. Stoker 
for a Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Reply in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw Randy J. Stoker 
Admission, Rule 60(8)(1) Motion for Relief From 
Order, and Motion for Reconsideration 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Motion held on 05/17/2010 Randy J. Stoker 
10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Motion for Reconsideration/Renewed 
Motion for Continuance/motion to withdraw 
admission, motion for relief and motion for 
reconsideration 000009
Date: 3/15/2011 
Time: 05: 13 PM 
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Date Code 
5/17/2010 CMIN 
5/28/2010 ORDR 
6/15/2010 HRSC 
OSCO 
REQU 
NTSD 
6/1712010 ORDR 
7/14/2010 MOTN 
AFFD 
7/22/2010 NOHG 
7/28/2010 NSSC 
8/2/2010 NOHG 
8/9/2010 DCHH 
CMIN 
HRSC 
APER 
OSCO 
8/10/2010 NOHG 
9/2/2010 NOTC 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes 
MCMULLEN Order Re: Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw 
Admission, Rule 60(b)(1) Motion for Relief From 
Order and Motion for Reconsideration 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Status 08/09/201010:00 
AM) Scheduling Conference 
MCMULLEN Order for Scheduling Conference and Order RE: 
Motion Practice 
PIERCE Request for Supplementation of Prior Discovery 
Responses 
PIERCE Notice Of Service Of Discovery 
MCMULLEN Order Granting Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion for 
Continuance of Hearing 
PIERCE Motion for Extension of Time in Responding to 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Second Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls 
PIERCE Affidavit of Ryan T. McFarland in Support of First 
Federal's Motion for Extension of Time in 
Responding to Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s 
Second Set of Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production of Documents to First Federal Savings 
Bank of Twin Falls 
PIERCE Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiff's Motion for 
Extension of Time 
PIERCE Notice Of Substitution Of Counsel 
PIERCE Amended Notice Of Hearing on Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s Motion for Reconsideration 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Status held on 08/09/2010 
10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Scheduling ConferencelMotion for 
Extension of Time 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes 
MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10104/2010 10:00 
AM) Motion to Reconsider Summary Judgment 
Motion 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Plaintiff: First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls Randy J. Stoker 
Appearance Charles A Homer 
MCMULLEN Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
MCMULLEN Amended Order for Scheduling Conference and Randy J. Stoker 
Order RE: Motion Practice 
PIERCE Second Amended Notice of Hearing on Riedesel Randy J. Stoker 
Engineering, Inc.'s Motion for Reconsideration 
PIERCE Notice of Compliance Randy J. Stoker 000010
Date: 3/15/2011 
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Date Code 
10/4/2010 DCHH 
CMIN 
11/12/2010 STIP 
11/18/2010 JDMT 
ORDR 
CDIS 
CDIS 
11/19/2010 SCND 
11/29/2010 
12/10/2010 
12/28/2010 NTOA 
APSC 
12/29/2010 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
User: COOPE 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User Judge 
MCMULLEN Hearing result for Motion held on 10/04/2010 Randy J. Stoker 
10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vasquez 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Motion to Reconsider Summary 
Judgment Motion/Scheduling Conference 
MCMULLEN Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker 
PIERCE Stipulation to Dismiss Certain Claims Without Randy J. Stoker 
Prejudice 
MCMULLEN Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure Randy J. Stoker 
MCMULLEN Order Dismissing Claims Without Prejudice Randy J. Stoker 
MCMULLEN Civil Disposition/Judgment entered: entered for: Randy J. Stoker 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc., Corporation, 
Defendant; First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls, Plaintiff. Filing date: 11/18/2010 
MCMULLEN Civil Disposition/Judgment entered: entered for: Randy J. Stoker 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc., Corporation, 
Defendant; First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls, Plaintiff. Filing date: 11/18/2010 
PIERCE Scanned Randy J. Stoker 
BOLEN Miscellaneous Payment: For Comparing And Randy J. Stoker 
Conforming A Prepared Record, Per Page Paid 
by: Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC Receipt 
number: 1032816 Dated: 11/29/2010 Amount: 
$4.50 (Check) 
BOLEN Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Randy J. Stoker 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC Receipt 
number: 1032816 Dated: 11/29/2010 Amount: 
$1.00 (Check) 
SAVE Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Randy J. Stoker 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Holden Kidwell Hahn & Crapo, PLLC Receipt 
number: 1033915 Dated: 12/10/2010 Amount: 
$9.00 (Check) 
COOPE Notice Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
COOPE Appealed To The Supreme Court Randy J. Stoker 
COOPE Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copies Of Randy J. Stoker 
Transcripts For Appeal Per Page Paid by: Holden, 
Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, PLLC Receipt number: 
1035360 Dated: 12/29/2010 Amount: $70.00 
(Check) 
COOPE Miscellaneous Payment: Record Covers For Randy J. Stoker 
Appeals Paid by: Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, 
PLLC Receipt number: 1035360 Dated: 
12/29/2010 Amount: $30.00 (Check) 
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Date Code 
12/29/2010 
1/10/2011 CCOA 
1/21/2011 LODG 
NOTC 
1/24/2011 SCDF 
SCDF 
2/9/2011 MISC 
MOTN 
2/14/2011 ORDR 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2009-0000489 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls vs. Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
User 
User: COOPE 
Judge 
COOPE Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Randy J. Stoker 
Supreme Court Paid by: Homer, Charles A 
(attorney for First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls) Receipt number: 1035361 Dated: 
12/29/2010 Amount: $101.00 (Check) For: First 
Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls (plaintiff) 
COOPE Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
COOPE Lodged: Transcript on Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
COOPE Notice of Lodging, Sabrina Vasquez, Motions for Randy J. Stoker 
Summary Judgment 1/11/2010, Motion to 
Reconsider 4/19/10; and Motion to Reconsider 
5/17/2010 
COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Clerk's Randy J. Stoker 
Certificate Filed 
COOPE Supreme Court Document Filed- Notice of Appeal Randy J. Stoker 
Filed (T) 
BANYAI Supersedas Bond Randy J. Stoker 
BANYAI Stipulated Motion for Stay of Execution or Randy J. Stoker 
Enforcement of Judgment 
COOPE Order for Stay of Execution or Enforcement of Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2009-3.t...i 
COMPLAINT 
Fee Category: A. 1. 
Filing Fee: $88.00 
COMES NOW the plaintiff and alleges as follows: 
COUNT ONE - LOAN #87002432 
1. 
On July 24, 2006, for a valuable consideration, Page Enterprises, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation, made, executed and delivered to the plaintiff a Promissory Note whereby it 
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promised to pay to the order of the plaintiff the principal sum of $715,162.00 with interest 
thereon at the initial rate of 9.250%, with accrued interest payments due monthly beginning 
August 24, 2006, subject to the variable interest rate provision, until July 24, 2008, when the 
entire unpaid balance of the principal and interest was due and payable. A copy of said 
Promissory Note is attached hereto as Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
II. 
Contemporaneously with the execution of Exhibit "1", Page Enterprises, Inc., 
made, executed and delivered to the plaintiff a Mortgage, which Mortgage was given to secure 
the payments provided for by the Promissory Note. The Mortgage was recorded on July 24, 
2006, as Instrument No. 2006-018004, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of said 
Mortgage is attached hereto as Exhibit "2" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
III. 
On January 4, 2008, Page Enterprises, Inc., ("Page") merged into Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc. ("Titan"). A copy of that Statement of Merger is attached hereto 
as Exhibit "3" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
IV. 
On January 4,2008, Page Enterprises, Inc. executed a Quitclaim Deed transferring 
its interest in the real property described in the Mortgage to Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
That Quitclaim Deed was recorded on May 16,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-011056, records of 
Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of that Quitclaim Deed is attached hereto as Exhibit "4" and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 
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v. 
The plaintiff currently has a valid perfected first mortgage lien in and to the 
following described property, appurtenances and fixtures: 
REAL PROPERTY: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: Wl;2SEV4 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SWV4SEV4 more 
particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SWV4SEV4 for a distance of265 
feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 220 feet; 
THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side of the center 
line of U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey as shown 
on the plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways 
of the State of Idaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 
feet, more or less, to the Southwest comer of the SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SWV4SEV4 a distance of 50.0 feet, 
more or less, to a point in a line parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the 
center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to 
a point opposite Station 238+00 of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0°14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 
feet Northerly from the center line of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or 
less, to a point in the East line of said SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
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AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SWY4SEY4 
being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the 
SWY4SEY4 of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway 
Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
of the SWY4SEY4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West 
boundary of the following described parcel: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SWY4SEY4 being more particularly described as 
follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary ofSWY4SEY4 
of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project 
F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
of the SWY4SEY4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel of land located in a portion of the 
SWY4SEY4 of Section 17 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
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North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the 
SWV4SEV4 of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265.00 feet along the East boundary of said 
SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of 
Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
WATER RIGHTS: 
IDWR Permit #47-17482 for 1.114 cfs 
Twin Falls Canal Company Certificate No. 38413 for 63.56 shares. 
VI. 
Defendants Page and Titan have defaulted upon and are in breach of the terms of 
the Promissory Note and Mortgage, Exhibits "1" and "2". Specifically, defendants Page and 
Titan have failed to make any interest payments since July 8,2008, and failed to pay the loan on 
its maturity date of July 24, 2008. In addition thereto, defendants Page and Titan owe interest at 
the default rate of 12.00% per annum. 
VII. 
The Promissory Note and Mortgage provide that, in the event of default in the 
payment of any sum due thereunder, the entire amount of principal and interest remaining unpaid 
shall, at the option of the plaintiff, become immediately due and payable. By this Complaint, the 
plaintiff exercises its option and does declare the whole of the unpaid principal sum due on the 
Promissory Note together with all accrued interest thereon due and payable. 
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VIII. 
There is due and payable to the plaintiff from defendants Page and Titan the sum 
of $740,019.89 as of January 14,2009. Interest accrues on the amount due and owing at the rate 
of$235.0735 per day from and after January 14, 2009. 
IX. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying the cost of any abstract of 
title or evidence of title procured and used by the plaintiff in a mortgage foreclosure proceeding. 
The plaintiff has ordered and received a Litigation Guarantee and has paid therefore the sum of 
$2,172.50, which sum is a reasonable charge for such service. A copy of the Litigation 
Guarantee is attached hereto as Exhibit "5" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
x. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying the real property taxes 
assessed against the above-described real property. The 2008 taxes are a lien against the real 
property in the amount of $938.12. The plaintiff is entitled to collect the amount of all such 
taxes, plus any penalty and interest, together with all accruing taxes from defendants Page and 
Titan. 
XI. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying any sums advanced by the 
plaintiff to protect its interest in the property securing the Promissory Note. If any sums are 
advanced by the plaintiff after the filing of the Complaint, then it is entitled to collect such 
amount from defendants Page and Titan. 
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XII. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying a reasonable attorney's fee 
to the plaintiff in the event suit is instituted to collect sums due and payable pursuant to the 
Promissory Note or a mortgage foreclosure proceeding is instituted. The plaintiff has retained an 
attorney for the prosecution of this action and believes and, therefore, alleges that $10,000.00 is a 
reasonable fee for such services in the event of default, or such amount as is otherwise set by the 
Court. 
XIII. 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., claims to have an interest in the above-
described real property, appurtenances and fixtures pursuant to a Claim of Labor and 
Materialmen's Lien recorded October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023351, records of Twin 
Falls County, Idaho. 
Any interest defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. has in or to the above-described 
real property, appurtenances and fixtures is subject to, subsequent and inferior to the interest of 
the plaintiff. 
XIV. 
The above-described real property, appurtenances and fixtures constitute a single 
economic unit and should be sold as a single parcel to realize the maximum amount from a sale. 
XV. 
It is believed that a reasonable value of the above-described real property, 
appurtenances and fixtures exceeds the indebtedness to the plaintiff and the right to deficiency 
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judgment is not claimed. 
XVI. 
The Court should determine the fair rental value for the property, which amount 
should be included in the Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure. In the event defendants Page and 
Titan do not pay that amount during the period of redemption, a Writ of Assistance should issue 
giving the purchaser at sheriffs sale immediate possession of the property. 
COUNT TWO - LOAN #87002762 
XVII. 
On September 12, 2007, for a valuable consideration, Page Enterprises, Inc., an 
Idaho corporation, made, executed and delivered to the plaintiff a Promissory Note whereby it 
promised to pay to the order of the plaintiff the principal sum of $1,128,187.00 with interest 
thereon at the initial rate of 9.750%, with accrued interest payments due monthly beginning 
September 28, 2007, subject to the valuable interest rate provision, and with periodic principal 
payments, until January 28, 2011, when the entire unpaid balance of the principal and interest 
was due and payable. A copy of said Promissory Note is attached hereto as Exhibit "6" and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 
XVIII. 
Contemporaneously with the execution of Exhibit "6", Page Enterprises, Inc., 
made, executed and delivered to the plaintiff a Mortgage, which Mortgage was given to secure 
the payments provided for by the Promissory Note. The Mortgage was recorded on September 
13, 2007, as Instrument No. 2007-022873, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of said 
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Mortgage is attached hereto as Exhibit "7" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
XIX. 
On January 4, 2008, Page Enterprises, Inc. ("Page"), merged into Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc. ("Titan"). A copy of that Statement of Merger is attached hereto 
as Exhibit "3" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
xx. 
On January 4,2008, Page Enterprises, Inc. executed a Quitclaim Deed transferring 
its interest in the real property described in the Mortgage to defendant Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc. That Quiclaim Deed was recorded on May 16, 2008, as Instrument No. 2008-
011056, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of that Quitclaim Deed is attached hereto 
as Exhibit "4" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
XXI. 
The plaintiff currently has a valid perfected second mortgage lien in and to the 
following described property, appurtenances and fixtures: 
REAL PROPERTY: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: W~SE'i4 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SW'i4SE'i4 more 
particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW'i4SE'i4; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SW'i4SE'i4 for a distance of265 
feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of220 feet; 
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THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side ofthe center 
line of U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey as shown 
on the plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways 
of the State ofIdaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW'14SE'14; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 
feet, more or less, to the Southwest comer of the SW'14SEV4; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SW'14SE'14 a distance of 50.0 feet, 
more or less, to a point in a line parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the 
center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361 (14) Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to 
a point opposite Station 238+00 of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0°14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 
feet Northerly from the center line of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or 
less, to a point in the East line of said SW'14SE'14; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SW'14SE'14 
being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the 
SW'14SE'14 of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway 
Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
of the SW'14SE'14 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West 
boundary of the following described parcel: 
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Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SWV4SEV4 being more particularly described as 
follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary ofSWV4SEV4 
of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Proj ect 
F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
of the SWV4SEV4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel ofland located in a portion of the 
SWV4SEV4 of Section 17 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the 
SWV4SEV4 of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265.00 feet along the East boundary of said 
SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of 
Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
WATER RIGHTS: 
IDWR Permit #47-17482 for 1.114 cfs 
Twin Falls Canal Company Certificate No. 38413 for 63.56 shares. 
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XXII. 
Defendants Page and Titan have defaulted upon and are in breach of the tenns of 
the Promissory Note and Mortgage, Exhibits "6" and "7". Specifically, defendants Page and 
Titan have failed to make any interest payments since October 8, 2008. In addition thereto, 
defendants Page and Titan owe interest at the default rate of 12% per annum. 
XXIII. 
The Promissory Note and Mortgage provide that, in the event of default in the 
payment of any sum due thereunder, the entire amount of principal and interest remaining unpaid 
shall, at the option of the plaintiff, become immediately due and payable. By this Complaint, the 
plaintiff exercises its option and does declare the whole of the unpaid principal sum due on the 
Promissory Note together with all accrued interest thereon due and payable. 
XXIV. 
There is due and payable to the plaintiff from the defendants Page and Titan the 
sum of $346,091.75 as of January 14,2009. Interest accrues on the amount due and owing at the 
rate of$110.7831 per day from and after January 14, 2009. 
XXV. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying the cost of any abstract of 
title or evidence of title procured and used by the plaintiff in a mortgage foreclosure proceeding. 
The plaintiff has ordered and received a Litigation Guarantee and has paid therefore the sum of 
$1,295.00, which sum is a reasonable charge for such service. A copy of the Litigation 
Guarantee is attached hereto as Exhibit "8" and incorporated herein by this reference. 
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XXVI. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying any sums advanced by the 
plaintiff to protect its interest in the property securing the Promissory Note. If any sums are 
advanced by the plaintiff after the filing of the Complaint, then it is entitled to collect such 
amount from defendants Page and Titan. 
XXVII. 
Defendants Page and Titan are responsible for paying a reasonable attorney's fee 
to the plaintiff in the event suit is instituted to collect sums due and payable pursuant to the 
Promissory Note or a mortgage foreclosure proceeding is instituted. The plaintiff has retained an 
attorney for the prosecution of this action and believes and, therefore, alleges that $10,000.00 is a 
reasonable fee for such services in the event of default, or such amount as is otherwise set by the 
Court. 
XXVIII. 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., claims to have an interest in the above-
described real property, appurtenances and fixtures pursuant to a Claim of Labor and 
Materialmen's Lien recorded October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023351, records of Twin 
Falls County, Idaho. 
Any interest defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. has in or to the above-described 
real property, appurtenances and fixtures is subject to, subsequent and inferior to the interest of 
the plaintiff. 
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XXIX. 
The above-described real property, appurtenances and fixtures constitute a single 
economic unit and should be sold as a single parcel to realize the maximum amount from a sale. 
XXX. 
It is believed that a reasonable value of the above-described real property, 
appurtenances and fixtures exceeds the indebtedness to the plaintiff and the right to deficiency 
judgment is not claimed. 
XXXI. 
The Court should determine the fair rental value for the property, which amount 
should be included in the Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure. In the event defendants Page and 
Titan do not pay that amount during the period of redemption, a Writ of Assistance should issue 
giving the purchaser at sheriffs sale immediate possession of the property. 
WHEREFORE, the plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 
COUNT ONE: As against defendants Page Enterprises, Inc., and Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc.: 
1. For the sum of$740,019.89 due as of January 14,2009. 
2. For interest at the rate of$235.0735 per day from and after January 14,2009. 
3. For $2,172.50 for the cost of the Litigation Guarantee. 
4. For the 2008 real property taxes in the amount of $938.12 plus all accruing 
taxes, interest and penalty until Judgment is entered. 
5. F or any sums advanced by the plaintiff in order to protect its interest in the 
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property. 
6. For reasonable attorney's fees in the amount of $10,000.00 or as set by the 
Court. 
7. For costs of suit. 
8. That it be adjudged and decreed that the sums aforesaid are a first priority lien 
upon the real property, appurtenances and fixtures described in Count One. 
COUNT TWO: As against defendants Page Enterprises, Inc., and Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc.: 
1. For the sum of $346,091.75 due as of January 14,2009. 
2. For interest at the rate of $110.7831 per day from and after January 14,2009. 
3. For $1,295.00 for the cost of the Litigation Guarantee. 
4. For any sums advanced by the plaintiff in order to protect its interest in the 
property. 
5. For reasonable attorney's fees in the amount of $10,000.00 or as set by the 
Court. 
6. For costs of suit. 
7. That it be adjudged and decreed that the sums aforesaid are a second priority 
lien upon the real property, appurtenances and fixtures described in Count Two. 
AS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS ON ALL COUNTS: 
1. That the two Mortgages of the plaintiff be foreclosed and that the usual Decree 
for the sale of the premises by the Sheriff of Twin Falls County, Idaho, be entered, and that the 
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defendants, and each of them, and all persons claiming under them, or any of them, either as 
purchasers, encumbrancers, lienholders, judgment creditors, trustees, or otherwise, be barred and 
foreclosed of and from all right, title, claim or equity in said real property and of every part 
thereof. 
2. That the proceeds of said sale be applied first in the payment of costs of said 
sale, then in payment of the amounts due to the plaintiff as above found, then in payment of the 
amounts owed to the other named defendants in the order of priority as determined by the Court, 
with any surplus being paid to the Mortgagor. 
3. That plaintiff or any other party to this suit may become a purchaser to said 
sale and that the Sheriff execute a Certificate of Sale to the purchaser. 
4. That the purchaser at said sale, from the time of the sale until a redemption, 
and a redemptioner, from the time of his redemption, be entitled to receive, from the tenant in 
possession, the rents of the property sold, or the value of the use and occupation thereof as 
determined by the Court. That if reasonable rent is not paid, the purchaser shall be entitled to 
obtain a Writ of Assistance granting him immediate possession of the property. 
5. That at the expiration of the redemption period, the Sheriff execute a Sheriff s 
Deed to the property sold to the purchaser thereof. 
6. For such other and further relief as to the Court may seem just and equitable. 
DATED this 2(-~ of January, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
.. ~' -,. _<7 ("~ _'~ By//I~t;c~-Cc.&~A..-
(jriHN S. RITCHIE 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
JOHN S. RITCHIE, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
That he is the attorney for First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, plaintiff in 
the above-entitled action; that he has read the foregoing COMPLAINT, knows the contents 
thereof, and believes the statements contained therein are true to the best of his knowledge. 
J6ijN S. RITCHIE (~/ 
SUBSCRIBED and SWO~t:before me this '2lift.. day of January, 2009. 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
Residing at: -riAl d4 ftt II~ ,LD 
My Commission Expires: I o·! ?- ~ -.:2 Cd '7 
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Principal 
$715162.00 
Borrower: PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley.ID 83318 
Principal Amount: $7,5,162.00 
Lender: 
Initial Rate: 9.250% 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANI( 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley. ID 83318 
Date of Note: July 24. 2006 
PROMISE TO PAY. PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. ("Borrower') promises to pay to FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANI( ("Lender"). or order. in lawful 
money of the United States of America, the principal amount at Seven Hundred Fifteen Thousand One Hundred Sixty-two & 00/100 Dollars 
i $ 715, 162.00), together with interest on the unpaid principal balance from July 24, 2006, until paid in full. 
PAYMENT. Borrower will pay this loan in one principal payment of $715,162.00 plus interest on July 24. 2008. This payment due on July 24, 
2008, will be for aU principal and all accrued interest not yet paid. In addition. Borrower will pay regular monthly payments of aU accrued unpaid 
interest due as of each payment date, beginning August 24, 2006, with all subsequent interest payments to be due on the same day of each 
month after that. Unless otherWise agreed or required by applicable law, payments will be applied first to any accrued unpaid interest; then to 
prillclpal; then to any late charges; and then to any unpaid collection costs. Interest on this Note is computed on a 365/365 simple interest 
basis: that is, by applying the ratio of the annual interest rate over the number of days in a year, mliitiplied by the outstanding princioal balance, 
multiplied by the actual number of days the principal balance is outstanding. Borrower will pay Lender at Lender's address shown above or at 
sucil other place as Lender may designate in writing. 
VARIABLE INTEREST RATE. The Interest rate on thiS Note IS subject to change from time to time based all change~ In an IIldependent lOde" 
wlllr.h IS the the lowest Pome Rate as published In the Wall Street Journal (the "Index") The Index IS nor necessarily the lowest rale charged 
uv Lender on ltS loans If the Index becomes unavailable dUring the term of thiS loan, Lender may deSignate a substitute IIldex atter notlfYlno 
Borrower. Lender will tel! Borrower tne current Index rate upon Borrower's request. The interest rate change Will not occur more orten than 
eaCh day. Borrower understands that Lender may make loans based on other rates as well. The Index currently is 8.250% per annum. The 
Interest rate 10 be applied to the unpal(j prrnclpal balance dUring thiS Note will be at a rate of 1.000 percentage pOint over the Index, resul(ing In 
an Initial rate of 9.250% per annum. NOTICE: Under no circumstances will the Interest rate on thiS Note be more than the maximum rate 
allowed by applicable law. 
PREPAYMENT. Borrower may pay without penalty all or a portion of the amount owed earlier than It IS dUE. Early payments Will not, unless 
agreed to by Lender In writing, relieve Borrower of Borrower's obligation to continue to make payments unoer the payment schedule. Rather, 
early payments Will reduce the prinCipal balance due. Borrower agrees not to send Lender payments marked "paid In full", "wltnout recourse" 
or Similar language If Borrower sends such a payment, Lender may accept Lt without lOSing any of Lender's rights under thiS N01e, and 
Borrower WLIl remain obligated to pay any further amount owed to Lender. AI! written communications concerning disputed amounts, including 
any check or other payment InStrument that indicates that the payment constitutes "payment In full" of the amount owed or thM is tendered 
with oth~r conditions or IImitattons or as full satisfaction of a disputed amount must be mailed or delivered to: FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
. Burley Branch, 2059 Overland Avenue. PO Box 970. Burley. ID 83318. 
LATE CHARGE. If a payment IS 16 days or more late, Borrower will be charged 5.000% of the unpaid portion of the regularly scheduled 
payment or $25.00, whichever is greater. 
INTEREST AFTER DEFAULT. Upon default, including failure to pay upon final maturrty, the interest rate on thiS Note shall be Increased to 
12.000% per annum. However, in no event will the interest rate exceed the maximum interest rate limitations under applicable law. 
DEFAULT. Each of the follOWing shall constitute an event of default ("Event of Default") under thLs Note: 
Payment Default. Borrower fails to make any payment when due under this Note. 
Other Defaults. Borrower falls to comply With or to perform any other term, obligation, covenant or condition contained in thiS Note or In 
any of tne related documents or to comply With or to perform any term, obligatIon, covenant or conditIOn contained In any other agreement 
between Lender and Borrower. 
Default in Favor of Third Parties. Borrower or any Grantor defaults under any loan, extenSIOn of credit, security agreement, purchase or 
sales agreement, or any other agreement, in favor of any other creditor or person that may matenally affect any of Borrower's property or 
Borrower's ability to repay thiS Note or perform Borrower's obligations under this Note or any of the related documents. 
False Statements. Any warranty, representation or statement made or furnished to Lender by Borrower or on Borrower's behalf under thiS 
Note or the related documents is false or misleading III any material respect, either now or at the time made or iurnlshed or becomes talse 
or mIsleading at any time thereafter. 
Insolvency. The dissolution or termination of Borrower's eXistence as a gOing bUSiness, the insolvency of Borrower, the appointment at a 
receIver for any part of Borrower's property, any assignment for the benefit of creditors, any type of cfer-lLtor w0rkolJt. nr the. 
commencement of any proceeding under any bankruptcy or IIlsolvency laws by or agamst Borrower 
Creditor or Forfeiture Proceedings. Commencement of foreClosure or forfeiture proceedmgs, whether by judiCial proceeding, self-help, 
repossessIon or any other method, by any creditor 01 Borrower or by any governmental agency against any collateral securrng the loan. 
ThiS lncluaes a garnishment of any of Borrower'S accounts, Including deposit accounts, With Lender. However, this Event of Delault shall 
not apply ir there IS a good faith dispute by Borrower as to the validity or reasonableness of the claim which IS the baSIS 01 the creditor or 
lorfenure proceeding and If Borrower gIves Lender written notice of the creditor or forfeIture proceeding and depOSits with LenCler monle~ or 
a surety bond for the creditor or forfenure proceedIng, In an amount determined by Lender, !Il ItS sale dIscretion, as being an adequate 
reserve or bond for the dIspute. 
Events Affecting Guarantor. Any of the preceding events occurs with respect to any Guarantor of any 01 the Indebtedness or any 
Guaranror dies or becomes incompetent, or levokes or disputes the valLdlty at, or liability unaer. any guaranty of the Indebtedness 
eVloenced by thiS Note. in the event of a death, Lender, at Its option, may, but shall not be reqUIred to, permit the Guarantor's estate to 
assume unconditionally the obligations anSlng under the guaranty In a manner satisfactory to Lender. and, In dOing so, cure any Event ot 
Default. 
Ctlange In Ownership. Any change In ownership of twenty-five percent (25%) or more of the common stock of Borrower. 
Adverse Change. A. matenal adverse change occurs In Borrower's finanCIal condition, or Lender believes the prospect of payment or 
performance of thiS Note IS Impalreo. 
Insecurity. Lender In good faith belIeves Itself Insecure. 
LENDER'S RIGHTS. Upon aefault, Lender may declare the entIre unpaid pflnclpal balance under thiS Note and all accrued unpaid Interest 
Immediately oue, and then Borrower will pay that amount. 
ATTORNEYS' FEES; EXPENSES. Lender may hire or pay someone else to help coHect thiS Note If Borrower does not pay. Borrower Will pay 
Lender that amount. ThiS InclUdes. subject to any limits under applicable law, Lender's reasonable auorneys' fees ana legai expenses, whether 
or not there IS a laWSUit, InclUding without limitation all reasonable attorneys' tees and legal eXiJenses lor bank-rumcy proceeOlngs (Incluolng 
efforts to moddy or vacate anv automatiC stay or inJunc!lon), and appeals. It not prohibited by apptrcable law. Borrower also wIll pay any court 
costs, In addition to all otner sums proVided by law. 
JURY WAIVER. Lender and Borrower hereby waive the right to any jury trial in any action, proceeding, or counterclaim brought by either Lender 
or Borrower against the other. 
GOVERNING LAW. This Note will be governed by federal law applicable to Lender and, to the extent not preempted by federal law, the laws of 
the State of Idaho without regard to its conflicts of law provisions. This Note has been accepted by Lender in the State of Idaho. 
CHOICE OF VENUE. If there IS a laWSUIt. Borrower agrees upon Lender's request to submit to the Jurlsdlctlon of the courts of CasslCl County. 
State at Idaho. 
RIGHT OF SETOFF. To the extent permitted by applicable law, Lender reserves a right of setoff In all Borrower's accounts 'Nnll Lender (whett-Ier 
checking, savings, or some other accounti Th!s Includes all accounts Borrower holdS jOintly wltll someone else and all accounts Borrower may 
open In the future. HOW8'Jer, tnlS does not Include any IRA or Keogh accounts, or any trust accounts for VJhlch setoff would be prOhlDlted by 
law Borrower authofLzes Lender, to the extent permitted by applicable law, to charge or setoff all sums oWing on the Indebtedness agaInst any 
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• Page 2 Loan No: 8-700243-2 and all such accounts, and, at Lender's option, to administratively freeze ali such accounts to allow Lender !O protect Lender's cnaiQe and setofi 
rights provided In this paragraph. 
SUCCESSOR INTERESTS. The terms of this Note shall be binding upon Borrower, and upon Borrower'S nelrs, personal representatives, 
successors and assigns, and shaillnure to the benefit of Lender and Its successors and assigns. 
NOTIFY US OF INACCURATE INFORMATION WE REPORT TO CONSUMER REPORTING AGENCIES. Please notify us d we report any InaccuratE 
informatton about your accountls) to a consumer reporting agency'. Your written notIce aescriblng the specific Inaccuracyuesl should be sem to 
us En the following address: FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, Burley Branch, 2059 Overiand Avenue, PO 80x 970, BurJey, J[; 833iE 
GENERAL PROVISIONS. If any part of this Note cannot be entorced, this fact will not affect the rest of tIle NotE:. Lender may delay or rorge. 
entorcrng any of its rights or remedies under thiS Note without losing them. Borrower and any other oerson who signs, guarantees 0,'" endorse.:: 
thiS NO!e, TO the extent allovJed by law waive presentment, demand ior payment, and notice of dlshoncr. Upon any change In the terms of i:hb 
NOle, and unless otherWise expressly stated In writing, no party who signs thiS Not!;, whether as maker, guarantor. accommodanon m2ker or 
endorser, shall be released from ilabillt,.' All such parties agree tlla! Lender may renew or extend Irepeated1v and tor any length Cf !\rna! thiS 
loan or rei ease any party or guaramor or collateral; or Impall, fat! 10 realize upon or perfect Lender's security Interest In the collaterai; aneJ take" 
any other action aeemed necessary by Lender without the consent Oi or notice 10 anyone. All such oartles also agree mat Lenaer ma',' mOOIT).' 
thiS loan without the consent aT or notice to anyone other than the party wJtn whom tIle modification IS made. The obilgatlons under tnlS r'Jote 
ar~ }01l1t and several. 
PRIOR TO SIGNING THIS NOTE. BORROWER READ AND UNDERSTOOD ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS NOTE. INCLUDING THE VARIABLE 
INTEREST RATE PROVISIONS. BORROWER AGREES TO THE TERMS OF THE NOTE. 
BORROWER ACKNOWLEDGES RECEIPT OF A COMPLETED COPY OF THIS PROMISSORY NOTE. 
BORROWER: 
000033
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, i l~ ,::J y~C) 
RECORDATION REQUESTED BY: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, ID 83318 
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANI( 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, ID 83318 
SEND TAX NOTICES TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, ID 83318 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
Hec..:Jrde:J tel 
FIRST A \IERIC\:\ TITLE CO. 
3:21:3911111 ni-l-t-2tHltl 
2006-018004 
\11. P'1et'S; H h'e: :.; l·UIIl 
h:IUsTl.-';.I (;1. I.S('O(,!' 
("utility ('Icri. 
Dt'put.': ("':1'1.11, 
MORTGAGE 
• 
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE IS FOR RECORDER'S USE ONLY 
THIS MORTGAGE dated July 24, 2006, is made and executed between PAGE ENTERPRISES INC., an ioana 
Corporation Ireferred to below as "Grantor") and FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, whose address is 2059 
Overland Avenue, PO Box 970, Burley, ID 83318 Ireferred to below as "Lender"). 
GRANT OF MORTGAGE. For valuable consideration, Grantor mortgages, grants, bargains, sells and conveys to Lender all of Grnntor's right, 
tltle, and Interest In and !O the following described real property, together wnh all eXisting or subsequently erected or affixed bUildings, 
Improvements and fixtures; all easements, rights of way, and appurtenances; all water, water rights, watercourses and dItch rights ilncludlnfJ 
stock In utilities With ditch or Irrigation fights); and all other rIghts, royalties, and profits relatIng to the real property, Including wltnout lImitatIon 
all ""nerals, all, gas, geothermal and SImilar matters, Ithe "Real Property"} located in Twin Falls County, State of Idaho: 
See EXHIBIT A, which is attached to this Mortgage and made a part of this Mortgage as if fully set forth herein, 
The Real Property or its address is commonly known as 22310 Kimberly Road, Kimberly, 10 8334" 
CROSS-COLLATERALIZATION. In addition to the Note, this Mortgage secures all obligations, debts and liabilities, plus Interest thereon, of 
Grantor to Lender, or anyone or more of them, as well as all claIms by Lender against Grantor or anyonE or more of them, whether now 
eXisting or hereafter arlsmg, whether reiated or unrelated to the purpose of the Note, whether voluntary or otherwIse, wllether due or not due, 
dIrect or mdlrect, determined or undetermined, absolute or contlilgent, liquidated or unliquidated, whether Grantor may be liable Individually or 
JOintly wltn others, whether obligated as guarantor, surety, accommodation party or otherwise, and whetner recovery upon such amounts may 
be or hereafter may become barred by any statute of limitations, and whether the obligation to repay such amounts may be or hereafter may 
become ot1lerwlse unenforceable. 
Grantor presently assigns to Lender all of Grantor's right, title, and Interest In and to ali present and future leases at the Property and ali Rents 
from the Property. In additIOn, Grantor grants to Lender a Uniform Commercial Code secunty interest in the Personal Property and Rents. 
THIS MORTGAGE, INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY INTEREST IN THE RENTS AND PERSONAL PROPERTY, IS 
GIVEN TO SECURE IAI PAYMENT OF THE INDEBTEDNESS AND IBI PERFORMANCE OF ANY AND ALL OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE NOTE, 
THE RELATED DOCUMENTS, AND THIS MORTGAGE. THIS MORTGAGE IS GIVEN AND ACCEPTED ON THE FOLLOWING TERMS, 
PAYMENT AND PERFORMANCE. Except as otherWise provIded in this Mortgage, Grantor shall pay to Lender all amounts secured by thiS 
Mortgage as they become due and shall strictly perform all of Grantor's obligatIons under thiS Mortgage. 
POSSESSION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE PROPERTY, Grantor agrees that Grantor's possession and use of the Property shall be governed by 
the follOWing prOVIsionS: 
Possession and Use. Until the occurrence of an Event of Default, Grantor may (1) remaIn in possession and control of the Property; (2) 
use, operate or manage the Property; and 13} collect the Rents from the Property. The folio wing prOVISions relate to the use of the 
Property or to other limitatIOns on the Property. 
Duty to Maintain. Grantor shall maintain the Property in tenantable conditIon and promptly perform all repairs, replacements, and 
maintenance necessary to preserve its value. 
Compliance With Environmental laws. Grantor represents and warrants to Lender that: (1) DurIng the perIod of Grantor's ownership of 
the Property, there has been no use, generation, manufacture, storage, treatment, disposal, release or threatened release of any Hazardous 
Substance bv any person on, under, about or trom the Property; (2) Grantor has no knowledge of, or reason to believe that there !las 
been, except as previously disclosed to and acknowledged by Lender 111 writmg, (a) any breach or vlulatlon of any EnvlfonmentaJ Laws, 
(b) any use, generation, manufacture, storage, treatment, disposal, release or threatened release of any Hazardous Substance on. under, 
i-lbout or from the Property by any pnor owners or occupants of the Property, or (c) any actual or ttlreatened litigation or claims of anv 
kind by any person relating to such maners; and (3) Except as previously dIsclosed to and acknowledged by Lender In wrIting, la) nenher 
Grantor nor any tenant, contractOr, agent or other authorIzed user of the Property shall use, generate, manufacture, store, treat, dispose of 
or release any Hazaraous Substance on, under, about or from the Property; and (b) any such actlvny shall be conducted In compliance 
Wltt"l all applicable federal, stene, and local Jaws, regulations and ordinances, Including WIthout limitation all Environmental Laws. Grantor 
authoflzes Lender and its agents to enter upon the Property to make such Inspections and tests, at Grantor's expense, as Lender may deem 
C'lpproprrcne to determine compliance of the Property WIth thIS section of the Mortgage. Any inspections or tests made by Lender shall be 
for Lenders purposes only and shall not be construed 10 create any responsIbIlIty or lIabIlity on the part of Lender to Grantor or to any other 
person The representations and warranties contaIned herein are based on Grantor'S due diligence III Investlgatlno the Property for 
Hazardous Substances. Grantor hereby (1) releases and waIves any future claims agaInst Lender for IndemnllY or contnbutlon In the 
event Grantor becomes liable ior cleanup or other costS under any such Jaws; and (2) agrees to IIldemnlfy and hold harmless Lender 
aqalnst any and all claIms, losses, liabIlities, damages, penalties, and expenses which Lender may directly or Indllectly sustain or sutter 
resulting from a breach of thIS section of the Mortgage or as a consequence of any use, generation, manufacture, storage, dlsposa!, release 
or threatened reiertse n(,(,llrrlno prior t .... l Grantor's ownp.rshlp or Interest In the Property, whp.ther or not the Siime W;:IS or should h<lve been 
known to Grantor. The pruvl::;IUn!.> at this secllon 01 the Mortgage, Including the obligation to Illoemnify, shall survive rne payment of the 
Indebtedness and the satlstactlon and reconveyance of the lien of thiS Mortgage and shall not be aHected by Lender's aCllUISltlOn of any 
Imerest In the Propert\" whether by foreclosure or otherwise. 
Nuisance, Waste. Grantor shall not cause. conduct or permit any nUisance nor commn, permn, or suffer any striPPing ot or vvaslC; ,-,j", , ... " ,,-, 
the Property or any pOrllon of the Property. Wltnout lImiting the generality of the toregolng, Grantor Will not removt. or grant to any other 
party the fight to remove, any timber, minerals /IncludIng oil and gas), coal. clay, SCOria, soil, gravel or rock products v,nthout Lender's prior 
v.Jntten consent. 
Removal of Improvements. Grantor shall not demolish or remove any Improvements from the Real Propert\ Without Lender·s prior written 
consent, As a conditIon to the removal of any Improvements, lender may reqUire Gramor to make arrangemenrs satlsractOfv to Lender to 
replace ~uch Improvements w1th Improvements of at least equal value. 
Lender's Right to Enter. -Lender and Lender·s agents and reoresentatlves may enter upon lhe Real Propenv ct all reasonable limes to ftrtend 
to Lender's Interests and t:J inspect the Reai Property 10r purposes 01 Grantor s compliance wlH'j lh<::- l-:::(,-nS and conoltlOns oi thiS Mortgage. 
Compilance with Governmental Requirements. Grantor shall promptly comply with all laws, ordinances. and reguiauons, now or nereatter 
In efiect. oi all governmental authOrities applicable 10 the use or occupancy ot the Property, Incluolng ·"vlthout ilnlltatlon, tile Americans 
Vvlth OisaDIlllles Act Grantor may contest In good faIth any such law, ordinance, or reguiatlon and vvtlhholo compilance dlmng any 
proceeding, inclUding appropflate appeais, so long as Grantor has nmJiled Lender In wrltlllg prlol to dOing SO ana so long as, In Lenoer's 
000035
Loan No: 8-700243-2 • Page 2 
sole opInIon, Lender's interests in the Property are not jeopardIzed. Lender may reqUIre Grantor to post adequaIE secufl1y or a surEr,' Dond 
reasonably satrsfaClOrv to Lender, to protect Lender's interesi.. 
Duty to Protect. Grantor agrees neitner to abandon or leave unattended the Proper!'j. Grantor shall do an otller acts, In addition to those 
acts set forth above In this secTion. which !rom the character and use ot tne Property are reasonablv necessary TO protect anD preserve the 
Property. 
TAXES AND LIENS. The following provisions relating TO the taxes and liens on the Propenv are part of thIs Mortgage 
Payment. Grantor shall pay when due (and In all events pnor to delinquency) ai/ taxES, payroll taxes, special taxes, assessmems, 'Nater 
cnarges and sewer servl:e charges levied againST or on account at 'the Property, and shalt pay when due all claims tor work done on or tor 
services rendered or meteflal turnlsned to the Property. Grantor shall maintain the Propenv free of any hens navlng pflornv over or equal 1:0 
the Interest of Lender l.nder this Mortgage, except tor those hens specillcally agreed to In writing by Lender, and except ror the lien or taxes 
and assessments not due as turther specified In the Right to Contest paragraph 
Right to Contest. Grantor may withhold paymem of any tax, assessment. or claim In connection with a good falttl dispute over The 
oOllgatlon to pay, so long as Lender's interest !Il the Property IS not Jeopardized. It a lien arises or IS flie.::::! as a result ct nonoavmem. 
Grantor shall Within fifteen (15) days atter the lien arises or, If a lien IS filed, Within fifteen (1 5i days after Grantor has notice ot tne fll!n~j, 
secure tne dlscharg~ at tne lien, or if requested by Lender, deposit with Lender cash or a suffiCient corporam surety bona or other securn., 
satiSfactory to Lender In an amount suffiCient to discharge the lien plus any costs and reasonable atTorneys' tee:::., or otner cnar[les that 
could accrue as a result of a toreclosure or sale under the lien. In any contest, Grantor shall de tend Itself and Lenaer anJ snail SatlSry' all"· 
adverse Judgment betore enforcemem against the Propenv. Grantor shall name Lenaer as an addltionol obligee under any surety bonu 
furnished In the contest proceedings 
Evidence of Payment. Grantor shall upon demand furnish to Lender satistactory evidence of payment ot the taxes or aSS2SS;-;-,~",3 ar,':-; :;:-.<.:: 
authorize the apprGprta't8 governmental ottlclaJ to deliver to Lender at any time a written statement of the taxes and assessments against 
the Property. 
Notice of Construction. Grantor shall notify Lender at least fifteen (15) days before any work IS commenced, any services are turnis/led, 0: 
any matenals are supplied to the Property, it any mechaniC's lien, mateflalmen's lien, or other lien could be aSserted on aCCOunt oj the 
work, serVices, or matenals and the COSt exceeds $10,000.00. Grantor wlil upon request of Lender furnish to Lender advance assurances 
satisfactory to Lender that Grantor can dnd Will pay the cost at such Improvements. 
PROPERTY DAMAGE INSURANCE. The followlOg proVISions relating to insuring the Property are a part of thIS Mortgage: 
Maintenance of Insurance. Grantor shall procure and maintain poliCies of fire Insurance With standard extended coverage endorsements on 
a replacement baSIS for the full Insurable value covertng all Improvements on the Real Property In an amount suffiCient to avoid apollcarlon 
of any COinsurance clause, and with a standard mortgagee clause m favor of Lenoer. Grantor shall also procure and maintain 
comprehensIve general lJabllity Insurance !n such coverage amounts as Lender may request with Lender being named as additional insureas 
In such liability Insurance poliCies. Additionally, Grantor shall mamtam such other Insurance, Including but not limited to hazare. buSiness 
Interruption and bOiler Insurance as Lender may reqUIre. PoliCies shall be written by such insurance companies and In such form as may be 
reasonably acceptable to Lender. Grantor shall delIver to Lender certificates of coverage from each Insurer containing a stipulation that 
coverage WII! not be cancelled or diminIshed Without a minimum of fifteen (15) days' pnor written notice to Lender and not containing any 
disclaimer of the Insurer's liability for failure to gIve such notice. Each insurance policy also shall Include an endorsement prOViding that 
coverage in f3vor of Lender WIll not be impaired in any way by any act, omiSSIon or default of Grantor or any other person. Should the Real 
Property be located in an area deSignated by the Director of the Federal Emergency Management Agency as a specIal flood hazard area, 
Grantor agrees to obtain and malntam Federal Flood Insurance, if available, Within 45 days after notIce IS given by LenDer that the Property 
is located In a specIal flood hazard area, for the full unpaid prmclpal balance of the loan and any prior liens on the property securing the 
loan, up to tile maximum poliCY limits set under the National Flood Insurance Program, or as otherWIse required by Lenoer, and to mamtain 
such insurance for the term of the loan. 
Application of Proceeds. Grantor shall promptly notIfy Lender of any loss or damage to the Property, Lender may make proof of loss if 
Grantor fails to do so within fifteen j15) days at the casualty. Whether or not Lender's secunty IS impaIred, Lender may, at Lender's 
election, receive and retam the proceeds of any insurance and apply the proceeds to the reduction of the Indebtedness, payment of any lien 
affecting the Property, or the restoration and repair of the Property. If Lender elects to apply tne proceeas to restoratlon and repair, Grantor 
shall repair or replace the damaged or destroyed improvements in a manner satisfactory to Lender. Lender shall, upon satlsractory proof of 
such expendIture, payor reimburse Grantor from the proceeds for the reasonable cost of repaIr or restoratIon if G,antor IS ilOi: .i. ~c~<"':-;: 
under this Mortgage. Any proceeds which have not been disbursed WithIn 180 days after theIr receIpt and which Lender has not 
committed to the repair or restoration ot the Property shall be used first to pay any amount owmg 10 Lender under thiS Mortgage, then to 
pay accrued Interest, and the remainder, If any, shall be applied to the prinCIpal balance of the Indebtedness. If Lender holds any proceeds 
atter payment In full of the Indebtedness, such proceeds shall be paid to Grantor as Grantor's Interests may appear. 
Grantor's Report on Insurance. Upon request of Lender, however not more than once a year, Grantor shall furnish to Lender a report on 
each existing policy ot Insurance shOWing: (1) the name of the Insurer; (21 the rtsks Insured; (3) the amount of the poliCY; (4) the 
property insured, the then current replacement value of sucn property, and the manner of determining that value; and (51 the expiration 
date of the policy. Grantor shall, upon request of Lender, have an rndependent appraiser satisfactory to Lender determine the cash value 
replacement cost of the Property. 
LENDER'S EXPENDITURES. If any action or proceeding IS commenced that would materially affect Lender's Interest In the Property or if Grantor 
fails to comply With any proviSIon of this Mortgage or any Related Documents, IncludIng but not limited to Grantor's failure to discharge or pay 
when due any amounts Grantor IS reqUired to discharge or pay under this Mortgage or any Related Documents, Lender on Grantor's behalf may 
(but shall not be obligated to) take any actJon that Lender deems appropriate, IncludIng but not IImrted to dIscharging or paYing all taxes, lIens, 
security Interests, encumbrances and other claims, at any time leVied or placed on The Property and paYing aJI costs tor Insuring, maintaining and 
preserving the Property. All such expenditures Incurred or paid by Lender for such purposes will then bear rnterest at the rate charged under me 
Note from the date incurred or paid by Lender to the date 01 repayment by Grantor. All such expenses will become a part of the Indebtedness 
and, at Lender's option, Will (A) be payable on demand; (8) be added to the balance of the Note and be apportJOned among and b~ payable 
With any Installment payments to become due during either (1) the term of any applicable Insurance poliCY: or i21 rhe remaining term of the 
I\lote; Or (C) be treaTed as a balloon payment which Will be due and payable at the Note's maturity. The lV10rtgage also Will secule payment of 
these amounts. Such rIght shall be In addition to all other rights and remedIes to which Lender may be entitled upon Default 
WARRANTY; DEFENSE OF TITLE, The following prOVISions relating to ownership of the Property are a part of thIS Mortgage: 
Title. Grantor warrants that: (a) Grantor holds good and marketable title of record to the Property In Tee S!mple, free and clear of all liens 
and encumbrances other than those set forth In the Real Property description or In any title Insurance pobey, tItle report. or final title opinion 
issued in favor of, and accepted by, Lender In connection With thiS Mortgage, and (b) Grantor has the full fight- power, and authamv to 
E;xecute and del,ver thiS Mortgage to Lender. 
f"efense of Title. Subject TO the exception In the paragraph above, Grantor warrants and will forever defend the title to tne Propertv against 
the lawful claims Of all persons. In tne event any action or proceeding is commenced that questIons Grantor's title or the w,tereSt of L~noer 
under thIS Mortgage, Grantor shall defend the action at Grantor's expense. Grantor may be the nominal party In SUCh proceeolng, [Jut 
Lender shall be entItled to participate In the proceeding and to be represented In the proceeding bV counsel 0: Lender's o',vn ChOICc, 3na 
Grantor Will deliver, or cause to be delivered, to Lender such InstrumentS as Lender may request from Time 10 lime "to oermlt such 
participation. 
Compliance With Laws. Grantor warrants tnat the Property and Grantor's use of the Property comojles With all eXlstmg 8opiJcaoie laws, 
ordinanCes, and regulations at governmental authofltles. 
Survival of Representations and Warranties. All representatiOns, warrantieS, and agreements made by Grantor 'il troiS 1 ..10rtgage sha!1 
survive the execution and dehvery of thiS fJlortgage, shall be continuing In nature, ?,nd shall remain in tull fDrC2 ~nc eilect until SJ...;crl time as 
':::3rantor's Indebtedness Shall be paid in rull. 
;he rollowlng prOVISions relating to condemnation proceeolngs are a part of thiS Mortgage: 
Proceedings. If any proceeding In condemnation IS flied, Grantor shall promptly notlf'/ Lender In writing and Grantor shali promotl\, take 
s'..lch steps as may De necessarv to defend the actIOn and obtain the award Grantor may be tile nomina! part,:! In SUCh proceeolng, but 
Lender shall be entitled to partiCipate In the proceeding and to be represented in tne proceeding by counsel cf ItS own cnolce and Grantor 
\1'.' ill deliver or cause to be delivered to Lender such Instruments ana documentat:on as ma\" be requested by ~ender from lime to tlille to 
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permit such partiCipation. 
Application of Net Proceeds. If all or any part of the Property IS condemned by eminent domain proceedings or by any proCeedln(] or 
purcnase In lieu at condemnatior., Lender may at Its eiectlon require that all or any ponlon of the net proceedS of the award be applied TO 
the Indebtedness or me repair or restoration ot the Property_ The net proceeds of the award shall mean tile awar(l after j1i1VnlP.llt 0: Ail 
reasonable costs, expenses, and attorneys' fees Incurred by Lender In connection with the condemnation. 
IMPOSITION OF TAXES, FEES AND CHARGES BY GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITIES. The following provISions relating to governmen(al (axes, 
lees and charges are d part of this Mortgage: 
Current Taxes, Fees and Charges. Upon request bv Lender, Grantor shall execute such oocuments in adejltlon to tillS I\/Ioflga~je and takp 
whatever oHler action I~ requested by Lender to perfect and continue Lender's lien on the Real Propertv Grantor shall relmlH ... r~e Lendel tur 
all taxes. as described belov~. together with all expenses Incurred In recording, perlectln~ or contlnUlna this Mortgage, Illc!lJdln~1 -""'Ithoul 
limitation all taxes, fef's. documentary stamps, and other Charges for recording or registering thiS MortgagE:. 
Taxes. The roliowln{j shall constitute taxes to which thiS seCTion applies' (1 i a speclllC tax upon thiS type of Mortgage Of upon ali or an-: 
pan of ttl!'; Indebtedness secured by thiS Mortgage, (2} a specifiC tax on Grantor wlllcn Grantor IS autnorlzed or reqUired to deduct Iron", 
payments on the Indebtedness secured bV thiS type of Monga(je; (3) a tax on thiS type of Moftoape chargeable against the Lender (lr the 
llOlder 01 the Note; and (4) a soeCltlC lax 011 all or any portIOn ot tne Indebtedness or on payments Gf prinCipal and Interest made tJ,:/ 
Grantor. 
Subsequent Taxes, If any tax to which thiS sectIOn applies is enacted subsequent to the date of thiS Mortgage, thiS event shall nave tht:: 
same effect as an Event of Detault, and Lender may exercise any or all of ItS available remedies for an Event of Deiault as prOVided Delovu 
unless Grantor either (1) pays the tax befor·! It becomes delinquent, 01 (21 contests the tax as prOVided above In tht: Taxes ano Llen~ 
section anu depOSits Wltll lender cash or a suttlclent corporate surety bond or other security satisfactory to Lender 
SECURITY AGREEMENT; FINANCING STATEMENTS. The follOWing prOVISions relating to thiS Mortgage as 1:1 securltv agreement are 0 part 01 
thiS Mortgage: 
Security Agreement. ThiS Instrument shall constitute a Security Agreement to the extent any of the Property constitutes fix lures, ancl 
Lender shall have all of the fights of a secured party under the Unltorm Commercial Code as amended trom lime to time. 
Security Interest. Upon request by Lender, Grantor shall take whatever action IS requested bV Lender to perfect and COntinue Lender's 
security Interest In the Rents and Personnl Property. In addition to recording thiS Mortgage In the real property records, Lender may, at anv 
time and without further authorizatIOn from Grantor, hie executed counterparts, copIes or reproductions of thIS Mortgage as a finanCing 
statement. Grantor shall reimburse Lender for all expenses Incurred In perfecting or contInuing thiS security Interest. Upon detault, Grantor 
shall not remove, sever or detach the Personal Property from the Property. Upon detault, Grantor shall assemble any Personal Property not 
affixed to the Property in a manner and at a place reasonably convenrent to Grantor and Lender and make 1t available to Lender withwi three 
(3) days after receipt of written demand from Lender to the extent permitted by applicable law. 
Addresses. The mallmg addresses of Grantor Idebtor) and Lender ~secured party) from which InformatIon concernmg the secuflty interest 
gramed by this Mortgage may be obtained (each as required by the Uniform CommerCial Code) are as stated on the first page of this 
Mortgage. 
FURTHER ASSURANCES; ATTORNEY-IN-FACT, The follOWing proviSions relating to further assurances and attorneY-In-fact are a parr of thiS 
Morrgage; 
Further Assurances. At any time, and from time to time, upon request of Lender, Grantor wrll make, execute and deliver, or will cause 10 
be made, executed or delIvered, to Lender or to Lender's designee, and when requested by Lender, cause to be filed, recorded, refiled, or 
rerecorded, as the case may be, at such times and In such offices and places as Lender may deem approprtate, any and all such mortgages, 
deeds of [rust, security deeds, security agreements, finanCing statements, continuation statements, Instruments of further assurance, 
certJiicates, and other documents as may, in the sale opinion of Lender, be necessary or deSIrable in order to effectuate, complete, pertect, 
contrnue, or preserve (1) Grantor's obligations under the Note, thIS Mortgage, and the Related Documents, and (2) the liens and 
securrty Interests created by this Mortgage on the Property, whether now owned or hereafter acqUired by Grantor. Unless prohibited by 
law or Lender agrees to the contrary m wflting, Grantor shall reimburse Lender for all costs and expenses incurred in connection with the 
matters reterred to In this paragraph. 
Attorney-in-Fact, If Grantor falls to do any of the things referred to in the preceding paragraph, Lender may do so for and In the name at 
Grantor and at Grantor's expense, For such purposes, Grantor hereby Irrevocably appoints Lender as Grantor's attorneY-In-fact for the 
purpose of making, executing, delivering, filing, recording, and dOing all other things as maV be necessary or deSirable. In Lender's sale 
OpIniOn, to accomplish the matters referred to in the preceding paragraph. 
FULL PERFORMANCE. If Grantor pays all the Indebtedness when due, and otherwise performs all the oblIgations Imposed upon Grantor under 
thiS Mortgage, Lender Shall execute and de!lver to Grantor a SUitable satisfaction of thiS Mortgage and SUitable statements of terminatIon of any 
finanCing statement on file evidenCing Lender's security interest in the Rents and the Persona! Property. Grantor will pay, 11 permitted by 
applicable law, any reasonable termination fee as determined by Lender from time to time. 
EVENTS OF DEFAULT. Each of the following, at Lender's option, shall constitute an Event of Detault under this Mortgage: 
Payment Default, Grantor falls to make any payment when due under the Indebtedness. 
Default on Other Payments. Failure of Grantor Within the time reqUired by this Mortgage to make any payment tor taxes or Insurance, or 
any other payment necessary to prevent filrng of or to effect discharge of any ben. 
Other Defaults. Grantor fails to comply With or to perform any other term, oblIgatIOn, covenant or condItion contained In thiS Mortgage or 
In any of the Related Documents or to comply With or to perform any term, obligation, covenant or condition contamed In any otller 
agreement between Lender and Grantor. 
Default in Favor of Third Parties. Should Grantor default under any loan, extension of credit, security agreement, purchase or sales 
agreement, or (lny other agreement, In favor of any other creditor or person that may matenally affect any at Grantor's property or 
Grantor's ability 10 repay the Indebteaness or Grantor's ability to perform Grantor's obligations under thiS Mortgage or any related 
document 
False Statements. Any warranty, representation or statement made or furnished to Lender by Grantor or on Grantor's behalt under thiS 
Mortgage or the Related Documents IS false or mlsJeadrng In any matenal respect, enller now or at the 11me made or furnished or becomes 
false or mlsleaOlng at any time thereafter. 
Defective ColJateralization. This Mortgage or any of the Related Documents ceases to be In tu!! force and etfect (Including failure ot any 
coliateral document to create a valid and perfected security Interest or lien) at any time and for any reason. 
Insolvency. The dissolution or t0rmmatlon of Grantor's eXistence as <:1 gOing bUSiness. the Insolvency o! Grantor. th{o; appointment at d 
receiver for any part oi Grantor's property, any assignment for the benefit of creditors, any type of creditor workout, or the commencement 
01 any proceeding under any bankruptcy or Insolvency laws by or against Grantor. 
Creditor or Forfeiture Proceedings. Commencement of foreclosure or forfeiture proceedings, whether by JudiCial proceedrng, self-help, 
repossession or any other metnod, by any creditor of Grantor or by any governmental agency against any property securrng the 
Inaebtedness ThiS Includes a garnishment of any of Grantor's accounts, Including deposn accounts. With Lender. However. thiS Event of 
Default shall nOt apply r! there IS a good faIth dispute bv Grantor as to the validity or reasonableness of the claim whiCh IS the baSIS of the 
:.::rednor or fortelture proceeding and If Grantor gives Lender written notice of the credItor or forfeiture proceeding and deposils With Lenoer 
monies Of a surelY bond for the creditor or forfeiture proceeding, In an amount determIned by Lender, In ItS sale diSCretIon. as uelng an 
aaequate reserve or bond for the dISpUte. 
Breach 01 Other Agreement. .A.ny breach by Grantor under the terms ot any other agreement Detween Grantor and Lender that IS not 
I8rneOIed \\i!Thln any grace Derlod prOVIded thereill. Including Without limItation any agreement concerning any Indebtedness or other 
cbllgatlon of Grantor to Lender, whether eXIsting now or later 
Events Affecting Guarantor. Any of the precedmg events occurs With respect to any Guarantor of any oi the Inaebteaness or JI1'/ 
Guarantor dies or becomes Incompetem, or revokes or dIsputes the valldltv of, or Ilaoliity under. any Guarnnty at tne InaelJte,jness In tne 
a'ient of a aeath, Lender, at Its option, may, but snail not be reqUired to, permit the Guarantor's estate to assume unconcJJtlonally tne 
obligations arising under the guaranty In a manner satisfactory to Lender, and, 111 dOing so, cure any Event of Oefault. 
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performance of the indebtedness IS ImpaIred. 
Insecurity. Lender In good faith beileves itself Insecure. 
RIGHTS AND REMEDIES ON DEFAULT. Upon the occurrence of an Event of Default and at any lime thereafter, Lender, al Lende;'3 C~~!:;;~, ;T,'::', 
exerCise anyone or more ot the tollowlng fights and remedies, In addition to any otner rights or remedies prOVided by law: 
Accelerate Indebtedness. Lender shall have the right at Its option without notice to Grantor 10 declare the enure Inaebteaness ImmecJlat'?l~ 
QUe and payable, Including any preoayment penalry which Grantor wouici be required to pay 
UCC Remedies. VI/ith rEspect to all or any part of tile Personal Property, Lender shall Ilave all the rights and remedies of a securec.i part'. 
unaer lhe Uniform Com'nerclal Code. 
Collect Rents. Lender shall have the right, withOut notIce to Grantor, to take possession of the Property and coliect the Rems, InCluuln~l 
amoums past due anrj unoald, ano apply tne net proceeds, over and above Lender's cos:.s, against the Indebtedness In tUrTherance: C'T tillS 
rlght, Lender may require any tenant or other user of the Property to make payments at rent or use tees directly to Lender It tl18 Rents are 
collected by Lender, tnen Grantor Irrevocably deSIgnates Lender as Gramor's anorneY-in-fact t.J endorse Instruments received In paymer,t 
thereof In the name of Grantor and to neqotlate the same and collect the proceeds. Payments by tenants or otrler users w Lender :n 
response to Lenaer's demand shall S31isty - the obligations tor which the payments are made, wnether or not any proper grounds tor et1e 
demand eXIsted. Lender may exercise ItS rights under th,s subparagraph either In person, by agem, or through a receIver 
Appoint Receiver. Lender shall have the fight to have a receiver apPointed to take possession of all or any part of the Propen~ .. ',11th rll-= 
powBr to protect and preserve tne Propeny, to operate the Property precedmg foreclosure or salE:. anrJ to collect me Rents from ::nE 
hoperty and app/v the proceeds, over and above the cost of tile receivership, agamst the Indebtedness. The receiver ma,,' serve: \A/llnouT 
bond if permitted bv la\,\1 Lender's rJgnt to the appointment of a receiver shall eXIst whether or not the apparent valll~ of the Propen'/ 
exceeds the Indebtedness by a substantIal amount. Employment by Lender shall not disqualify a person from serving as a receIVE:~ 
Judicial Foreclosure. Lender may obtain a JudiCIal decree lOrecloslng Grantor's mterest In alt or any part ot the Propen'1" 
Nonjudicial Sale. If permitted by applicable Jaw, Lender may foreclose Grantor's Interest In all or In any part ot the Personal Property or the 
Real Property by non-Judlc,a! sale. 
Deficiency Judgment, If permitted by applicable law, Lender may obtain a judgment tor any defiCiency remaining In the Indebtedness Due 
to Lender after applrcatlon of ali amounts received from the exerCise of the rights provided In thIS sectlOn. 
Tenancy at Sufferance. If Grantor remains in possession of the Property after the Property is sold as prOVIded above or Lender attlerwIse 
becomes entitled to possession ot the Property upon default of Grantor, Grantor shall become a tenant at sufferance of Lender or the 
purchaser of the Property and shall, at Lender's option, eIther (1) pay a reasonable rental for the use of the Property, or (2) vacate the 
Property immediately upon the demand of Lender. 
Other Remedies. Lender shall h ave all other fights and remedIes provided in this Mortgage or the Note or avarlable at law or In equity. 
Sale of the Property. To the extent permitted by applicable law, Grantor hereby waives any and all (lght to have the Property marshalled. 
In exercising ItS rights and remedies, Lender shall be free to sell alJ or any part of the Property together or separatelV, in one saie or bV 
separate sales. Lender shall be entItled to bid at any public sale on aJJ or any portion of the Property. 
Notice of Sale. Lender shall give Grantor reasonable notice of the time and place of any public sale of the Personal Property or of the tIme 
after which any private sale or other intended dIsposition at the Personal Property IS to be made. Reasonable notice sha!1 mean notice 
gIven at least ten (10) days before the TIme of the sale or disposition. Any sale of the Personal Property may be made In conjunction with 
any sale of the Real Property. 
Election of Remedies. Election by Lender to pursue any remedy shall not exclude pursuit of any other remedy, and an election to make 
expenditures or to take actlon to perform an obligation of Grantor under thiS Mortgage, after Grantor's failure to perform, shall not affect 
Lender's fight to declare a default and exerCise ItS remedies. Nothing under thIS Mortgage or otherWIse shall be construed so as to l,mrt or 
restrict the rights and remedies available to Lender following an Event of Default, or .n any way to limit or restrict the fights and ability of 
Lender to proceed directly against Grantor andlor against any other co·maker, guarantor, surety or endorser and/or to proceed against any 
other collateral dIrectly or Indirectly securing the Indebtedness. 
Attorneys' Fees; Expenses. If Lender institutes any SUIT or action to enforce any of the terms of thiS Mortgage, Lender shall be entitled to 
recover such sum as the court may adjudge reasonable as attorneys' fees at tnal and upon any appeal. Whether or not any court action IS 
Involved, and to the extent not prohibited by law, all reasonable expenses Lender mcurS that In Lender's opinion are necessary at any tIme 
tor the protection ot Its Interest or the enforcement of its rights shall become a part of the Indebtedness payable on demand and shall bear 
Interest at the Note rate tram the date of the expenditure until repaid. Expenses covered by thiS paragraph InclUde, without limItation, 
however subject to any limits under applIcable law, Lender's reasonable attorneys' fees and Lender's legal expenses whether or not there IS 
a lawsun, Includmg reasonable attorneys' fees and expenses tor bankruptcy proceedings (including efforts to modify or vacate any 
automatIc STay or inJunctIOn), appeals, and any anticipated post-judgment collectIon serVices, the cost of searchrng records, obtaIning title 
reports (including foreclosure reports), surveyors' reports, and appraisal fees and title insurance, to the extent permnted by apPlicable law. 
Grantor also will pay any Court costs, in addition to all other sums prOVided by law. 
NOTICES. Anv notice reqUired to be given under this Mortgage, includmg Without limitation any notIce of default and any notice of salE: shaJi be 
gIven In wfltlng, and shall be effective when actually delivered, when actually receIved by teietacslmile (unless otherwise reqUired by law), when 
deposned With a nationally recognized overnIght courter, or, if mailed, when deposned In the United States mail, as fiist cia;:;;:;. cC~",<:~j~G ~~ 
registered mall postage preoald, directed to the addresses shown near the begmnmg of thiS Mortgage. All caples 01 notices of foreclosure from 
the hOlder of any lien which has priority over th,s Mortgage shall be sent to Lender's address, as shown near the beginning of thiS Mortgage. 
Any party may change ItS address for notIces under thiS Mortgage by gIving formal written notice to the other parties. specl1Ylng that thE: 
purpose of the notice is to change the party's address. For notice purposes, Granwr agrees to keep Lender Informed at all times OT Grantor's 
current address. Unless otherWise prOVided or reqUired by law, if Ulere IS more than one Grantor, any notice given by LenGer to any Grantor IS 
aeemed to be notice given to all Grantors. 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. The follOWing miscellaneous provISions are a part of this Mortgage: 
Amendments. This Mortgage, together with any Related Documents, constitutes the entire understanding and agreement of the parties as 
to the matters set forth In thiS Mortgage. No alteration of or amendment to thiS Mortgage shall be effective unless gl\/en In wfltlng and 
Signed by the party or parties sought to be charged or bound by the alteration or amenclment. 
Annual Reports. If the Property is used for purposes other than Grantor's reSidence, Grantor shall furnish to Lender, uDon request a 
certified statement of net operating Income received from the Propertv dUfing Grantor'S preVIous llseal year In such form and aetall as 
Lender shall reqUIre "Net operating income" shall mean all cash receipts Tram the Property less all cash expenditures made In connection 
With the operation of tne Property. 
Caption Headings. Caption headings In this Mortgage are Tor convenience purposes only and are not to be used to Interpre:: or define the 
proviSions of thiS Mortgage. 
Governing Law. This Mortgage will be governed by federal law applicable to Lender and, to the extent not preempted by federal law, the 
laws of the State of Idaho without regard to its conflicts of law provisions. This Mortgage has been accepted by Lender in the State of 
Idaho. 
Choice of Venue. It there :s a lawsuit, Grantor agrees upon Lender's request to submn to the JuriSdiCtion of the courtS of C2ssra COllnty, 
State of Idaho. 
No Waiver by Lender. Lender Shall not be deemed to have waived anV rights under thiS fv10rtgage unless SUCh waiver IS given In wrltlnQ 
and signea by Lenoer r'Jo aelay or omiSSion on tne part of Lender In exercIsing any right shall operate as a vvalver ot SUCh right or anv 
other right. A waiver by _er'laer of a proVISion of thiS Mortgage snail not prejUDiCe or constitute c \\ alver of Lender's right oi.nerwise to 
demana Strict comollance Wlttl that proVISion or any other provIsion of thiS f\l1ortgage. No prior waiver oy Lender, nor any course of aeallng 
between Lender ano Grantor, shall constitute a vvatver of any of Lender's fights or of any of (3ranto~'s oOilgations as to any future 
transactions. vVhenever the consent ot Lender IS requrred under thIS fv1ortgage:, tile granting oj SUCh consent oy Lender In an'). Instance 
snail not constitute continuing consent to subsequent Instances where suel, consent IS reqJire::J and In all cases such ,::or.sent may be 
granted or wnhneld In the sale discretion of Lender 
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Severability. If a court of competent jUrisdiction finds any prOVISion of this Mortgage to be Illegal. invalid, or unenrorceablE: as [Q any 
Circumstance, that tmdlng shall not make the of tending provIsion illegal, invalid, or unentorC€Clble as to any other CirCUmStance. If teaslble, 
the of tending provIsion shall be considered moditled so that it becomes legai, valie] and enforceable. It the of tending prOVISion cannot be so 
modified, It shall be conSloereci aeleted from this Mortgage. Unless otherwise required by law, the IlIega'lllY, InValidity, or unentorceabrill\' 
of any provIsion of this Mortgage sha!1 not afrect the legalny, validity or enforceabllnv at any other proVIsion of tnls rvlortgagt, 
Merger. There shall be no merger of the Interest or estate created by this Mortgage With any other mterest or est5t6 m tnt Property at anv 
time held by or tor tile benefit of Lender in any capacity, Without the written consent of lender 
Successors and Assigns. Subject to any IlmitatJOns stated In thiS Mortgage on tranSTer of Grantor's Interest, thiS Mortgage shall be blneJlnD 
upon and Inure to the benefit of the parries, their successors and assigns. If ownership of tne Property becomes vested In a person other 
tnfln Grantor, Lender, VJithout notice to Grantor, may deal with Grantor's successors with reference 10 thiS Mortgage and the Indebtednes::. 
by vvay of forbearance or extension without releasJf)g Grantor trom the obligations of thiS Mongage or liability under the Indebtednes::; 
Time is of the Essence. Time IS of the essence In the pertormance of thiS Mortgage. 
Waive Jury. All parties to this Mortgage hereby waive the right to any jury trial in any action, proceeding, or counterclaim brought by any party against any other party. 
Waiver of Homestead Exemption. Grantor hereby releases and waives all fights and benetlts of the homestead exemption Jaws ot tl'lt Stale 
of Jdaho as to all Indebtedness secured by thIS Mortgage. 
DEFINITIONS. The following capitalized words and terms shall have the following meanings when used In thIS Mortgage. Unless speclflCallv 
stare(1 to the contrary, all references to doJlar amounts shall mean amounts In lawful money of th~ United States of America Words amJ terms 
usen In the SIngular shall Include the plural, and the plural shall include the singular, as the context may reqUIre Words and terms not otherwis8 
defined In thiS Mortgage shall have the meanings attributed to such terms 111 the Unltorm Commercial Code: 
Borrower. The word "Borrower" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. and includes all co-signers and co-makers slqnlng the Note and Clil their 
successors and assigns 
Default. The word "Default" means the Default set forth In thiS Mortgage In the section titled "Detaul1" 
Environmental Laws. The words "EnVironmental Laws" mean any and all state, federal and local statutes, regulations and ordinances 
relanng to the protectlQn of human healtt) or the environmenr, incjudln~ without limitation the Comprehensive EnVironmental Response. 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601, et seq. ("CERCLA"), the Supertunei Amendments and 
Reaurhonzatlon Act of 1986, PUb. l. No. 99-499 ("SARA"), the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. Section 1801, et seq., 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. Section 6901, et seq., or other applicable state or federal laws, rules. or 
regulations adopted pursuant thereto. 
Event of Default. The words "Event of Default" mean any ot the events of default set tarth in thiS Mortgage In the events of default 
section at thiS Mortgage. 
Grantor. The word "Grantor" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC .. 
Guarantor. The word "Guarantor" means any guarantor, surety, or accommodation party of any or all of the Indebtedness 
Guaranty. The word "Guaranty" means the guaranty from Guarantor to Lender, including Without limitation a guaranty of all or part of the Note. 
Hazardous Substances. The words "Hazardous Substances" mean materials that because 01 their quantity, concentration or pnyslcal, 
chemica! or infectious charactenstlcs, may cause or pose a present or potential hazard to human health or tne envlronrnent '.'vnen 
Improperly used, treated, stored, disposed of, generated, manufactured, transported or otherWIse handled. The words "Hazardous 
Substances" are used In their very broadest sense and mclude without limitation any and a!l hazardous or toxic substances, materials or 
waste as defined by or listed under the EnVironmental Laws. The term "Hazardous Substances" also Includes, without limitation, petroleum 
and petroleum by-products or any fraction thereat and asbestos. 
Improvements. The word "Improvements" means all eXIsting and future improvements, bUildings, structures, mobile homes affixed on the 
Real Property, faCilities, additions, replacements and other construction on the Real Property. 
Indebtedness. The word "indebtedness" means all principal, interest, and other amounts, costs and expenses payable under the Note or 
Related Documents, together With a!l renewals of, extensIOns of, modifications at, consolidations of and substitutions for the Note or 
Related Documents and any amounts expended or advanced by Lender to discharge Grantor's obligations or expenses Incurred by Lender to 
enforce Grantor's obligations under thiS Mortgage, together with Interest on such amounts as provided In thIS Mortgage. SpeCifically, 
Without limitation, Indebtedness includes all amounts that may be indirectly secured by the Cross-CollateralJzation prOVISIon of thiS Mortgage. 
Lender. The word "Lender" means FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, its Successors and assigns. 
Mortgage. The word "Mortgage" means this Mortgage between Grantor and Lender. 
Note. The word "NOle" means the promissory note dated July 24,2006, in the original principal amount of $715,162.00 from 
Grantor to Lender, together With all renewals ot, extensIons of, modificatIons of, refinanCings of, consolidations ot, and substitutions for 
the promissory note or agreement. The maturity date ot this Mortgage IS July 24, 2008. NOTICE TO GRANTOR: THE NOTE CONTAINS A VARIABLE INTEREST RATE. 
Personal Property. The words "Personal Property" mean aJJ equipment, fixtures. and other articles of personal property now or hereafter 
owned by Grantor. and now or hereafter attached or affixed to the Real Property; together wnh all acceSSIons, parts, and additions to, all 
replacements of. and all Substitutions tor, any of such property; and together With all proceeds (Including Without limItation all Insurance 
proceeds and refunds of premIums) from any sale or other disposition at the Property. 
Property. The word "Property" means collectively the Real Property and the Personal Property. 
Real Property. The words "Real Property" mean the real property, interests and fights, as further described In thIS Mortgage. 
Related Documents. The words "Related Documents" mean all promissory notes, credit agreements, loan agreements. enVironmentAl 
Clgreements. guaranties. seCurity agreements, mortgages, deeds of trust, secufity deeds, collateral mortgages, and ail other InStruments, 
dgreements and documents, whether now or hereafter eXisting, executed in connection With the Indebtedness. 
Rents. The word "Rems" means all present and future rents, revenues, Income, Issues. royalties, profits, and other benefits derived from tne Property. 
GRANTOR ACKNOWLEOGES HAVING READ ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS MORTGAGE, AND GRANTOR AGREES TO ITS TERMS. 
GRANTOR: 
s ~C.  
BY:-=':--).~~_(-;;-:-:-:-c-:-::-"--,'=,--;<C<",' ~~;====-
Glen ENTERPRISES 
INC. RISES INC. 
000039
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CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
ij_ / 
ST ATE OF --!---~Ld _________ ___ _ 
COUNTY OF L~:::'t ~i _____ _ ) S5 
On this --~-Lj ______ day 01 _~~~ __ ~ _________ - In the year 20 ~fL ___ -before mE -P~.d..""=7--,-)'=C~,=,c;<-q 
, a notary P lie ill and for the State of Jdaho, personally appeared Glen Page, ent; Bill Pag 
Secretary at PAGE-ENTERPRISES INC. known or i enttl,ed TO me lor oroved to me on the oath of ------------------------______ .:.:.YJ 
be authorized signers of PAGE ENTERPRISES INC., the corporatJQn that executed the Instrument or the persons who executed thE:: inStrumEnt ur 
I-enallo said corpora acknowledged to me that such corporation execute-j t~ __ " 
---- ------------------- ~~~C~ ·~fL~~~~ 
~~ ~ 
--;, f·:JTc,.R'''-;·, "'!-',,-- -~'., ST~,T2: Or: i0f-l,HO ~.' 
+"'~to..;; ........ :,.~·ol-~IOqi:..."ltli1l.ll. :~ 
l';SER PRJ l"""."., \c' 5~, co 0;" :::. ,,' rl .. ,j.,""r r •.. ,,,,, •• s",,,,,,,,. 
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EXHIBIT A 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, "TWIN FALLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE W1/2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER 
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE 
CENTER LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS 
SHOWN ON THE PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 
1,319.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A 
LINE PARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID U.S. 
HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A LINE PARALLEL WITH 
AND 60.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL LINE 587.0 FEET, MORE 
OR LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE 
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.5 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OFTHE SW1/4SE1/4 
BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
Page l of 2 
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• COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
5W1/4SEl/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SW1/4SEl./4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND 
WEST BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, lWIN FALLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SWl/4SEl/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SW1/ 4SE1/ 4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SWl./4SEl./4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES 
NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 
17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 
SWl/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1/4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH 
BOUNDARY OF SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING' 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; , 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Page 2 of 2 
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08 JAN --4 AM 8: 56 
SECRETAn t OF STATE 
STfiJE OF JDAHO 
STATEMENT OF MERGER 
STATEMENT IS HEREBY GIVEN: 
1. That Page Enterprises, Inc., an Idaho corporation, is being merged 
into the surviving entity known as Titan· Commercial Contractors, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation. 
2. That both entities, namely, Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., and 
Page Enterprises, Inc., and the owners of all the stock .in· each corporation, have agreed 
to thIs merger. . 
3. That this merger shall be effective immediately upon the filing of this 
Statement of Merger. . . 
. :i.L . 
DATED this~7 dayof akh.,,"'/Jelk. 2001. 
SurviVing Entity 
. TITAN COMMERCI~TRACTORS. INC. 
By. ~(~. 
President 
ArreST: k~ ~cretary~ 
Merging Entity 
PAGE ENTERPRIS~ 
By. k-CC-? 
President 
ATTES;E~ 
. Secretary 
IDAHO SECRETARY OF STATE 81/04/eeeS8Z e S0 
cx: .11t~ crr 21J1aa. IHI liges71 
1. 31.18. Jr.ft II£RS£R 41 2 
~\()~q~~ 
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After recording send to: 
F',:\LLS COU~TY 
RECORnED fOR: 
INSON & ASSOCIATES 
9:37:09 am 05-16-2008 
2008-011056 
HC. PAGES: ~ FEE: m.ee 
,:RlSTlHA GL~SCOCK 
COUN1V CLERK 
DEPUTV: CHlCf 
ROBINSON & ASSOCIATES 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
615 H STREET, p, 0, BOX 396 
RUPERT, IDAHO 83350-0396 
• 
Recording Infonnation 
QUITCLAIM DEED 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., an Ida :) 
Corporation, does hereby release, remise, grant, bargain, sell, convey and fore\ ; 
quit claim unto TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., of 212 Churcr 
Drive, Burley, Idaho, the following described premises, to-wit: 
See Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated 
herein by reference, 
together with their appurtenances. 
L/ -llYN DATED this 7 day of _~ ____ , 2008. 
ATTEST: 
PAGEENTERPRI~.S'INC 
By: ~(l~ 
Glenoage, Presit 
'1t~ I~?e@ 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
!y ) ss. 
County ofl.R55 11'1 ) 
On this t./1!:- day of---::J'A AJ ,2008, before me, ,e 
undersigned, a Notary Public in and, for said state, personally app~ared GLEf\.':.: 
PAGE and BILL PAGE the PresIdent and Secretary, respectIvely of PA c::' 
ENTERPRISES, INC., and known to me to be the persons whose names are 
000046
• 
subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that they executed the 
same on behalf of said corporation. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my official seal, the day and year in this certificate firstgbova! ritten. _ .•. 
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TOWNS"lP 1CJ SOUTM, RANCE 11 lAST, BOEU MERmIAN, TWIN PA1..1..Iii COUNTY, IDAHO 
SEct10N 17: nt'E Wl/'1SE1./4 
EXCEmNG THEREJ=ROM A PARC.'!L Of LAND LOCATED IN TN! SOuntWEIT QUAKTIR. OF 
TNE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARnCULML Y DESCRJ8ED AS FOl.LOWS; 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNa OF nIi &QUTKWEST QUARTElt 0' TM; 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THeNce NOlO" ALONe THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THIIiOUTHWIST QUAta'Sk OF THE 
IOUTHEAST QUARTI!It FOR. A DISTANCi Of 285 P!IT; 
THENCE WEST PAIWJ.EL TO THE SOUTH semON UNE A DISTANCE OF 455 FEETJ 
THlNCE SOUTH PAJW.L!L TO THI lAST IOWIDARY A D1STANCE OF 4& flIT; 
11tIiNCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A PmAHCE OF 19 FEET; 
n.NCI SOUTH PAMLLIL TO THIIAff 'OUNDAIilY A 01STANCI 0' 220 FlITI 
THENCE lAST ALONG THE SOUTH lEmON LJNE 103 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BeGINNING. 
ALIO IXtemNG A 'AIlCIt- OF I..ANP amG ON THI NQR11fBRL Y SID! 0' THE C£H1IflI.JNI 
OF u.s. KlGHWAY 30, PMDECl' NO. F-2381(lA) HIGHWAY IURV!Y AS IHOWN ON TH! 
PLANS THEREOf NOW ON flU: IN THE 0""11:1 Of THE DePARTMENT Of HIUHWAYS 011 1111 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND saN' MORE PARlICULARLY DESCRlIID AS POUOWS: 
"!GlNNlNG AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST qUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WE5T'ERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LlN! OF WD S!CI'lON 17 A DISTANc:E a, 1,311.4 
FlIT, MORE OR '-US, TO 1M1i 80UTttWUT CORNEA OF THI! IOUTItWIST QUARTefl OF Ttfl 
sovntEAST QUMTE~ _ 
THllffCIl NORTltSRLY ALONG THE WEST UNE Oil SAXP SOUTHWEST QUARTER Of' TN. 
50UTHUST QUARTIR A DtsTAHCE OF SO.D FEET, MORIOR LES&, TO A POINT IN A UNE 
PARALU!L WITH A SO.D PII!T NORTHERLY PROM TN. c:IINlYlt UfilE OF SUD u.s. HIGHWAY 
20, PRG2IEc:T NO. F-U.a.(2.4) HIGHWAY SU~VlV, 
THENCE SOUTH ar""ao" EAST ALONG SAID PAlWJ.EL LINE 732.4 FEET, MOR.E OR I.ESS, 
TO A POINT OPPO!IlT! srAnoN2M+DO 01= fWD MlQHWAV .... vev; 
TH&NCE NOI\'t1i 0-14"11C1- GA8l' 1.0.0 FDT TO A POINT 1M A LINE PAA.M.U:a.WITH AND G,O 
PEET NQIlTt1E1tLY FROM THE CENTER tlNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCe SOUTH "·48'00" EAST ALONG IAJD LAST PAMUlI. LJNIIIJ1.0 FEET, MOM QR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN lli£ EAST UNI OP SAID SOUTHWEST QUART&R OF THE SOUTMEAS1' 
QUAR'Ift,; 
THENCE SOU'THEfU. Y ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 PEET, MORE Ok LESS, TO TH! 'tRUE 
POINT Of 8ECD1Nl,.C. 
HIGHWAY STATION REreRENC~ 238+87.& TO 2.43+17 
EXHIBIT ...it 
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LAND I.OCATED:EN A. PQ~O' niE SW1/48El/4 BEING 
ASfOLlDWS: 
COMMeNCING AT T11~ $'1/4 CORNIR OJl SECTION 17, SAID POrNT L%!S NOIl"nf ao-1S'17" 
WIlT 2141,9. FUT'fROM TH! SOUTKIAST CORNIR DF SecnON 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'41" lAST' 41." PDT ALONG THE WIST .ouMDA"Y 0' SW1/4S&1/4 
OJ: Sleno .. 2.7 TO A POINT OM TH& NORTHERLV IUClHT OF' WAY OJ! HfGHWAV PROleCT F-
Ull (14) AND lUNG THE REAL POlNT OF "GINNING; 
THiNQi CONTINUlNG NORTH DOeU'4,,1 EAST 91S.0D FEET ALONG THE WEST" BOUNDARY 
OPTHC lWi/4an(4 OF SEmON So"; 
THENCE SOUTH 19°1 .. 41" lAST &42.32 FEET~ 
THINCIIOUT'H 00·11'41- WEST 512,.' FEET; 
THI:NCI: 5OU1lt HOD6'12" EAST to.U flEET; 
TK!NCE SOUTlt 000 10'12- WElT 302..84 PElT TO A POINT 0,. THE NOIlTH!lU.Y RIGHT Of 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PRO:JICT '-2361(14): 
nteMce NOImf "-11'41" WMT 4$:1.7.81 FEET ALONG lAID RIG1ft' Of' WAYTO neE REAl 
POINT OF IECDIN:tNG. 
AlSO excemNG A :zs POOT WID! IJTlUTY W2MENT ALONG TH~ NORTH ANO Waf 
.OUHDAItY 0' 'THE FOLLOWING DESCJU •• b PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANQE 11 eAST', lOIS!! Ml'!RlDIAN, TWtH PALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
sec:notl11: A pomON Of THE $W3./.!/4, aetNG MORE PARTICULARLY DESCIUJED AS 
FOUOWSI 
COMMENCNG ATTH2 51/4 COMER Of IECTlON 17, SA1D POINT LIES NORTH 89018'17" 
WEST 2641.tS FeT fROM THE sountUST CORNER DF SlC110N 17~ 
TtlENCE NOImt DDo15'4S~ UBI' 41 ••• Fen ALONG TttE WIST .oUNDARY OF 6Wl/4SEl./4 
OF SEmON 17 TO A POJNT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT 0' WA.Y OF HIGHWAY PRDlIitT ,. 
D61 (lA) AND IIIDN,G TH!' ReAt POINT OF BEGINNING, 
THERCE CONTINUING "0""",, 00°15'45" EAST' tlS.PO FEET ALONG Ttl!! WEST' .OUNDAkY 
0' THe M2./4112./4 OF SlCTION 11; 
T1fENCE SOl1TH ... 18'.S- !AST S4U2 Fll!TJ 
TKINCI SOU1H 00-1$'4$" WEST S62.&I feET~ 
THENCE SOUTH 51001'1.2- EAST 90.17 FE!T; 
THENCE IOUTH 00-10'12" war 10Z..4 PEn TO A P'OINT ON Tltl NOJlTttIIlLY IQGHT 01' 
WAY OF lUGHWAY PROJECT' f.2361(14») 
THENCE NORTH BS01B'4&" WiST 617,S9 FEiT ALONG SAID RlGKT Of WAY rOTH! REAl. 
I'OlItT 0' SHINNIHCI. 
ALSO OClmttG THIRIFIlOM A PARCEL OF LANP J,.O(~TID IN A PORTlON Of THI! 
SWI/4S!1/4 Of' seCTION 111ElNG MORE PARTICULARLY Df.5CIUIlED AS FOu.oWI: 
C:CMMl!NCtNG AT 11tE SOUTH QUARTER CORNEll DF sec:nON 17, sam POINT l.1ES NOIlTH 
110 11'17. WEST 2141.91 FlIT FROM THI SOU'1'HlAST CORNER OF SEmON 17; 
THeNCE SOUTH 11·11'1..,. EAST 1320.97 RET TO THE 9OlIt'HEAST CORNER Of SWl/45E1J4 
O,.tenON 17; 
THENCE NOItTH on·l0'U" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG 'tH1i EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE2./4) 
THiNG NORTH 11°'8'3.1" WilT 435.00 RiIiT PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECl10N 17 TO TH! R!AL POINT 0' IEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00-10'12- WES'r 45.00 FEI!f; 
-mcm:r; "o~ ,.·18':1,7'" WUT ;I. .... GD Pelrr; 
THENCE NOR111 00°10'12" EAST 45.DO FEET; 
TH~NC£ SOUTH 89-18'17" eAST 161,00 filET TO THE ReAL POINT OF B&GlNNING, 
Together with g.B6 shares of TwIn FilII, Canilll Company ~ter stack, 
SU!IJECT TO ell eas.ement!, right Of ways, et)VIiIMl'lts, I'El$b'letion5, reservations, appllt:abll bUilding iIInd 
zonlng ordinances ~ntl use regolactons and restrictions of record, end payment of accruing present year 
t4lCe5l1nd CI==amenc ~ agreed to by parties above. 
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LITIGATION GUARANTE • 
Issued by Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation 
GUARANTEE NUMBER 
r.. ~ landAmerica 
.. Lawyers Title 
File No.: 59339 
Liability: $730,000.00 
Fee: $2,172.50 
Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation is a member of the 
LandAmerica family of title insurance underwriters. 
387-Z001031 
SUBJECT TO THE EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE, THE LIMITS OF LIABILITY AND OTHER 
PROVISIONS OF THE CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS HEREOF, LAWYERS TITLE INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, a Virginia Corporation, herein called the Company, guarantees the Assured against loss not 
exceeding the liability amount stated above which the Assured shall sustain by reason of any incorrectness in 
the assurance which the Company hereby gives that, according to the public records, on the date stated below: 
1. The title to the herein described estate or interest was vested in the vestee named, 
subject to the matters shown as Exceptions in Schedule B, which Exceptions are not 
necessarily shown in the order of their priority; and 
2. The necessary parties defendant in the action referred to in Schedule C are as therein 
stated. 
LA WYERS TITLE INSURANCE CORPORATION 
Dated: January 7, 2009 
Countersigned: ~\\.~ ~~\,\, \~~. 
Litigation Guarantee 
Form 1112-2Z ORIGINAL 000051
-SCHEDULE A • 
File No.: 59339 
Your Reference: 
1. Name of Assured: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
c/o John Ritchie, Attorney for Plaintiff 
2. Title to said estate or interest at the date hereof is vested in 
TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC. 
3. The estate or interest in the land hereinafter described or referred to covered by this Guarantee is 
FEE SIMPLE 
4. The land referred to in this Guarantee is situated in the State of Idaho, County of Twin Falls, and is described as follows: 
SEE ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
-Part 2 - Schedule A 
Form 1111-2 000052
GAL DESCRIPTION-
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: WYzSE~ 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SW~SE~ more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW~SE~; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SW~SE~ for a distance of 265 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 220 feet; 
THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side of the center line ofD.S. Highway 30, Project No. 
F-236l(l4) Highway Survey as shown on the plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways of 
the State ofIdaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW~SE~; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 feet, more or less, to the Southwest 
comer of the SWY4SE~; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SW~SE~ a distance of 50.0 feet, more or less, to a point in a line 
parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway 
Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to a point opposite Station 238+00 of 
said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0°14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 feet Northerly from the center line of 
said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or less, to a point in the East line of said 
SW~SE~; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SW~SE~ being more particularly described as 
follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the 
Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the SW~SE~ of Section 17 to a point on the 
Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of the SWl;4SE~ of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West boundary of the following described 
parcel: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SW~SE~ being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the 
Southeast comer of Section 17; 
000053
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THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 West boundary of SW%. of Section 17 to a point on the 
Northerly right of way of Highway -2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of the SW~SE% of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel of land located in a portion of the SW~SE% of Section 17 being more 
particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the 
Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the SW~SE~ of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265.00 feet along the East boundary of said SW~SE%; 
THENCE North 89° 18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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-SCHEDULE B • 
File No.: 59339 
EXCEPTIONS: 
1. Encroachments or questions of location, boundary and area, which an accurate survey may disclose; public or private 
easements, streets, roads, alleys or highways, unless disclosed of record by recorded Plat or conveyance, or decree of 
a Court of record; rights or claims of persons in possession, or claiming to be in possession, not disclosed by the 
public records; material or labor liens or liens under the Workmen's Compensation Act not disclosed by the public 
records; any service, installation or construction charges for sewer, water, electricity, or garbage collection and 
disposal. 
2. Reservations and exceptions in United States Patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; right of use, control 
or regulation by the United States of America in the exercise of powers over navigation; any prohibition or limitation 
on the use, occupancy or improvement of the land resulting from the rights of the public or riparian owners to use any 
waters which may cover the land or to use any portion of the land which is now or may formerly have been covered 
by water, water rights or matters relating thereto. 
3. General taxes not now payable; matters relating to special assessments and special levies, if any, preceding the same 
becoming a lien. 
4. Taxes for 2008, assessed in the amount of $938.12, the first one-half of which is delinquent; the second one-half of 
which is payable but not delinquent. 
5. Easement for waste water granted to Orange S. Pomeroy recorded April 3, 1914, as Instrument No. 50235, records of 
Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
6. Easement for right of way for irrigation ditch between Orange S. Pomeroy, Alice M. Pomeroy, A.C. Burckhalter, 
Martha A. Burckhalter, Frederick Tews, Minnie Tews, W.S. Star and Nola R. Star, and the Twin Falls Canal 
Company dated April 25, 1911, recorded March 8, 1915, as Instrument No. 58594 in Book 31 of Deeds, page 197, 
records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
7. Easement for a right of way for irrigation ditch between Orange S. Pomeroy and Alice M. Pomeroy and A.c. 
Burckhalter and Martha A. Burckhalter dated April 11, 1991, recorded September 5, 1917, as Instrument No. 86654 
in Book 5 of Deeds, page 209, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
8. Easement for right of way for irrigation ditch between Ellis S. Wood and Lilah Wood and Twin Falls Canal Company 
recorded May 15, 1924, as Instrument No. 167899 in Book 67 of Deeds, page 463, records of Twin Falls County, 
Idaho. 
9. Mortgage given by Page Enterprises Inc., an Idaho corporation, to First Federal Savings Bank dated July 24,2006, 
recorded July 24,2006, as Instrument No. 2006-018004, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
10. Water and Sewer Line Agreement by and between Don McFarland and Carol McFarland, husband and wife, and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, dated March 30,2007, as Instrument No. 
2007 -010418, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
11. Mortgage given by Page Enterprises Inc., to First Federal Savings Bank dated September 12, 2007, recorded 
September 13,2007, as Instrument No. 2007-022873, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
-Part 3 - Schedule B 
Form 1111-6 000055
12. Notice of Claim of Labor and . : Riedesel Engineerin~, an Idaho corporation, Claimant; vs. 
Dallas Page, individually; Anasazi L.L.c., an Oregon limi~~bility company; and Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc., an Idaho corporation, Contractors; and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., an Idaho corporation, 
Owner and Defendant, recorded October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023351, records of Twin Falls County, 
Idaho. (in the original amount of$48,911.58, plus interest, attorney fees, and costs) 
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-SCHEDULE C • 
File No.: 59339 
The necessary parties (other than those having a claim or interest by reason of matters shown in Exceptions 
numbered 1 through 8) 
to be made defendants in an action to foreclose Mortgage recorded July 24,2006, as Instrument No. 2006-018004 
in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, 
subject to the Exceptions listed above, to be brought by 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
as Plaintiff, are as follows: 
1. Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Whose last known address of record is: 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
2. Page Enterprises, Inc. 
Whose last known address of record is: 
2059 Overland Avenue 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
AND 
P. O. Box 970 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
3. Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
c/o Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
P. O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
. Part 4 - Schedule C 
Form 1112-4 (IDAHO) 
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GU NDITIONS AND STIP.IONS 
I. DEFINITION OF TERMS. 
The following terms when used in the Guarantee mean: 
(a) "the Assured": the pany or parties named as the Assured in this Guarantee, or on a supplemental writing executed by the Company. 
(b) "land": the land described or referred to in Schedule A, and improvements affixed thereto which by law constitute real property. The term "land" does not include any 
property beyond the lines of the area described or referred to in Schedule A, nor any right, title, interest, estate or easement in abutting streets, roads, avenues, alleys, lanes, 
ways or waterways. 
(el "mortgage": mortgage. deed of trust. trust deed. or other security instrument. 
(d) "public records": records established under state statutes at Date of Guarantee for the purpose of imparting constructive notice of matters relating to real property to 
purchasers lor value and without knowledge. 
(e) "date": the et1ective date. 
2. EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE OF THIS GUARANTEE. 
The Company assumes no liability for loss or damage by reason of the following: 
(a) Taxes or assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the records of any taxing authority that levies taxes or assessments on real property or by the public records. 
(b) (1) Unpatented mining claim; (2) reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; (3) water rights, claims or title to water; whether or not 
the matters excluded by (1), (2) or (3) are shown by the public records. 
(c) Assurances to title to any propeny beyond the lines of the land expressly described in the description set forth in Schedule A of this Guarantee, or title to streets, roads, 
avenues, lanes, ways or waterways on which such land abuts, or the right to maintain therein vaults, tunnels, ramps or any other structure or improvement; or any rights or 
easements therein unless such property, rights or easements are expressly and specifically set forth in said description. 
(d) (I) Defects. liens, encumbrances or adverse claims against the title, ifassurances are provided as to such title. and as limited by such assurances. 
(2) Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters (a) whether or not shown by the public records, and which are created. suff~red, assumed or agreed to 
by one or more of the Assureds; (b) which result in no loss to the Assured; or (c) which do not result in the invalidity or potential invalidity of any judicial or non-judicial 
proceeding which is within the scope and purpose of assurances provided. 
3. NOTICE OF CLAIM TO BE GIVEN BY ASSURED CLAIMANT. 
An Assured shall notifY the Company promptly in writing in case knowledge shall come to and Assured hereunder of any claim of title or interest which is adverse to the title to 
the estate or interest. as stated herein, and which might cause loss or damage for which the Company may be liable by virtue of this Guarantee. If prompt notice shall not be 
given to the Company, then all liability of the Company shall terminate with regard to the matter or matters for which prompt notice is required; provided, however, that failure 
to notifY the Company shall terminate with regard to the matter or matters for which prompt notice is required; provided, however, that failure to notity the Company shall in no 
case prejudice the rights of any Assured under this Guarantee unless the Company shall be prejudiced by the failure and then only to the extent of the prejudice. 
4. NO DUTY TO DEFEND OR PROSECUTE. 
The Company shall have no duty to defend or prosecute any action or proceeding to which the Assured is a party, notwithstanding the nature of any allegation in such action or 
proceeding. 
5. COMPANY'S OPTION TO DEFEND OR PROSECUTE ACTIONS; DUTY OF ASSURED CLAIMANT TO COOPERATE. 
Even though the Company has no duty to defend or prosecute as set forth in Paragraph 4 above: 
(a) The Company shall have the right, at its sole option and cost, to institute and prosecute any action or proceeding, interpose a defense, as limited in (b), or to do any other 
act which in its opinion may be necessary or desirable to establish the title to the estate or interest as stated herein, or to establish the lien rights of the Assured, or to 
prevent or reduce loss or damage to the Assured. The Company may take any appropriate action under the terms of this Guarantee, whether or not it shall be liable 
hereunder, and shall not thereby concede liability or waive any provisions of this Guarantee. If the Company shall exercise its rights under this paragraph, it shall do so 
diligently. 
(b) If the Company elects to exercise its options as stated in Paragraph Sea) the Company shall have the right to select counsel of its choice (subject to the right of such 
Assured to object for reasonable cause) to represent the Assured and shall not be liable for and will not pay the fees of any other counsel, nor will the Company pay any 
fees, costs or expenses incurred by the an Assured in the defense of those causes of action which allege matters not covered by this Guarantee. 
(c) Whenever the Company shall have brought an action or interposed a defense as permitted by the provisions of this Guarantee, the Company may pursue any litigation to 
final determination by a court of competent jurisdiction and expressly reserves the right. in its sole discretion, to appeal from an adverse judgment or order. 
(d) In all cases where this guarantee permits the Company to prosecute or provide for the defense of any action or proceeding, an Assured shall secure to the Company the 
right to so prosecute or provide for the defense of any action or proceeding, and all appeals therein, and permit the Company to use, at its option, the name of such Assured 
lor this purpose. Whenever requested by the Company, an Assured, at the Company's expense, shall give the Company all reasonable aid in any action or proceeding, 
securing evidence, obtaining witnesses. prosecuting or defending the action or lawful act which in the opinion of the Company may be necessary or desirable to establish 
the title to the estate or interest as stated herein. or to establish the lien rights of the Assured. If the Company is prejudiced by the failure of the Assured to furnish the 
required cooperation, the Company's obligations to the Assured under the Guarantee shall terminate. 
6. PROOF OF LOSS OR DAMAGE. 
In addition to and after the notices required under Section 3 of these Conditions and Stipulations have been provided to the Company, a proof of loss or damage signed and 
sworn to by the Assured shall be furnished to the Company within ninety (90) days after the Assured shall asceltain the facts giving rise to the loss or damage. The proofofloss 
or damage shall describe the matters covered by this Guarantee which constitute the basis of loss or damage and shall state. to the extent possible, the basis of calculating the 
amount of the loss or damage. If the Company is prejudiced by the failure of the Assured to provide the required proof of loss or damage, the Company's obligation to such 
Assured under the Guarantee shall terminate. In addition. the Assured may reasonably be required to submit to examination under oath by any authorized representative of the 
Company and shall produce for examination. inspection and copying, at such reasonable times and places as may be designated by any authorized representative of the 
Company, all records. books. ledgers. checks. correspondence and memoranda, whether bearing a date before or after Date of Guarantee, which reasonably pertain to the loss or 
damage. Further. if requested by any authorized representative of the Company, the Assured shall grant its permission, in writing, for any authorized representative of the 
Company to examine. inspect and copy all records. books. ledgers. checks, correspondence and memoranda in the custody or control of a third party, which reasonably pertain to 
the loss or damage. All information designated as confidential by the Assured provided to the Company pursuant to this Section shall not be disclosed to others unless, in the 
reasonable judgment of the Company, it is necessary in the administration of the claim. Failure of the Assured to submit for examination under oath. produce other reasonably 
requested information or grant permission to secure reasonably necessary information from third parties as required in the above paragraph, unless prohibited by law or 
governmental regulation. shall terminated any liability of the Company under this Guarantee to the Assured for that claim. 
7. OPTIONS TO PAY OR OTHERWISE SETTLE CLAIMS; TERMINATION OF LIABILITY. 
In case of a claim under this Guarantee. the Company shall have the following additional options: 
(al To Payor Tender Payment of the Amount of Liability or to Purchase the Indebtedness. 
The Company shall have the option to payor settle or compromise for or in the name of the Assured any claim which could result in loss to the Assured within the 
coverage of this Guarantee, or to pay the full amount of this Guarantee or. if this Guarantee is issued lor the benefit ofa holder ofa mortgage or a lienholder. the Company shall 
have the option to purchase the indebtedness secured by said mortgage or said I ien for the amount owing thereon. together with any costs, reasonable attorneys' fees and 
expenses incurred by the Assured claimant which were authorized by the Company up to the time of purchase. 
Such purchase. payment or tender of payment of the full amount of the Guarantee shall terminate all liability of the Company hereunder. In the event after notice of claim 
has been given to the Company by the Assured the Company offers to purchase said indebtedness, the owner of such indebtedness shall transfer and assign said indebtedness, 
together with any collateral security, to the Company upon payment of the purchase price. 
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Upon the exercise by the Company of the Paragraph (a) of the Company's Oblige the Assured under this Guarantee for the claimed loss or 
damage, other than to make the payment required in I terminate, including any obligation t nue the defense or prosecution of any litigation for which 
the Company has exercised its options under Paragraph 5, and the shall be surrendered to the Company for cancellation. 
(b) To Payor Otherwise Settle With Parties Other Than the Assured or With the Assured Claimant. 
To payor otherwise settle with other parties for or in the name of an Assured claimant any claim assured against under this Guarantee, together with any costs, attorneys' 
fees and expenses incurred by the Assured claimant which were authorized by the Company up to the time of payment and which the Company is obligated to pay. 
Upon the exercise by the Company of the option provided for in Paragraph (b) the Company's obligation to the Assured under this Guarantee for the claimed loss or 
damage, other than to make the payment required in that paragraph, shall terminate, including any obligation to continue the defense or prosecution of any litigation for which 
the Company has exercised its options under Paragraph 5. 
8. DETERMINATION AND EXTENT OF LIABILITY. 
This Guarantee is a contract of indemnity against actual monetary loss or damage sustained or incurred by the Assured claimant who has suffered loss or damage by reason 
of reliance upon the assurances set forth in this Guarantee and only to the extent herein described, and subject to the exclusions stated in Paragraph 2. 
The liability of the Company under this Guarantee to the Assured shall not exceed the least of: 
(a) the amount of liability stated in Schedule A; 
(b) the amount of the unpaid principal indebtedness secured by the mortgage of an Assured mortgagee, as limited or provided under Section 7 of these Conditions and 
Stipulations or as reduced under Section 10 of these Conditions and Stipulations, at the time the loss or damage assured against by this Guarantee occurs, together with 
interest thereon; or 
(c) the difference between the value of the estate or interest covered hereby as stated herein and the value of the estate or interest subject to any defect, lien or encumbrance 
assured against by this Guarantee. 
9. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. 
(a) If the Company establishes the title, or removes the alleged defect, lien or encumbrance, or cures any other matter assured against by this Guarantee in a reasonably 
diligent manner by any method, including litigation and the completion of any appeals therefrom, it shall have fully performed its obligations ',Vith respect to that matter 
and shall not be liable for any loss or damage caused thereby. 
(b) In the event of any litigation by the Company or with the Company's consent, the Company shall have no liability for loss or damage until there has been a final 
determination by a court of competent jurisdiction, and disposition of all appeals therefrom, adverse to the title, as stated herein. 
(c) The Company shall not be liable for loss or damage to any Assured for liability voluntarily assumed by the Assured in settling any claim or suit without the prior written 
consent of the Company. 
10. REDUCTION OF LIABILITY OR TERMINATION OF LIABILITY. 
All payments under this Guarantee, except payments made for costs, attorneys' fees and expenses pursuant to Paragraph 5 shall reduce the amount ofliability pro tanto. 
II. PAYMENT OF LOSS. 
(a) No payment shall be made without producing this Guarantee for endorsement of the payment unless the Guarantee has been lost or destroyed, in which case proof of loss 
or destruction shall be furnished to the satisfaction of the Company. 
(b) When liability and the extent of loss or damage has been definitely fixed in accordance with these Conditions and Stipulations, the loss or damage shall be payable within 
thirty (30) days thereafter. 
12. SUBROGATION UPON PAYMENT OR SETTLEMENT. 
Whenever the Company shall have settled and paid a claim under this Guarantee, all right of subrogation shall vest in the Company unaffected by any act of the Assured 
claimant. 
The Company shall be subrogated to and be entitled to all rights and remedies which the Assured would have had against any person or property in respect to the claim had 
this Guarantee not been issued. If requested by the Company, the Assured shall transfer to the Company all rights and remedies against any person or property necessary in 
order to perfect this right of subrogation. The Assured shall permit the Company to sue, compromise or settle in the name of the Assured and to use the name of the Assured in 
any transaction or litigation involving these rights or remedies. 
If a payment on account of a claim does not fully cover the loss of the Assured the Company shall be subrogated to all rights and remedies of the Assured after the Assured 
shall have recovered its principal, interest, and costs of collection. 
13. ARBITRATION. 
Unless prohibited by applicable law, either the Company or the Assured may demand arbitration pursuant to the Title Insurance Arbitration Rules of the American 
Arbitration Association. Arbitrable matters may include, but are not limited to, any controversy or claim between the Company and the Assured arising out of or relating to this 
Guarantee, any service of the Company in connection with its issuance or the breach of a Guarantee provision or other obligation. All arbitrable matters when the Amount of 
Liabil ity is $1.000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the option of either the Company or the Assured. All arbitrable matters when the amount of liability is in excess of 
S 1.000,000 shall be arbitrated only when agreed to by both the Company and the Assured. The Rules in effect at Date of Guarantee shall be binding upon the parties. The 
award may include attorneys' fees only if the laws of the state in which the land is located permits a court to award attorneys' fees to a prevailing party. Judgment upon the award 
rendered by the Arbitrator(s} may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof 
The law of the situs of the land shall apply to an arbitration under the Title Insurance Arbitration Rules. 
A copy of the Rules may be obtained from the Company upon request. 
14. LIABILITY LIMITED TO THIS GUARANTEE; GUARANTEE ENTIRE CONTRACT. 
(a) This Guarantee together with all endorsements, if any, attached hereto by the Company is the entire Guarantee and contract between the Assured and the Company. In 
interpreting any provision of this Guarantee, this Guarantee shall be construed as a whole. 
(b) Any claim of loss or damage, whether or not based on negligence, or any action asserting such claim, shall be restricted to this Guarantee. 
(c) No amendment of or endorsement to this Guarantee can be made except by a writing endorsed hereon or attached hereto signed by either the President, a Vice President, 
the Secretary, an Assistant Secretary, or validating officer or authorized signatory of the Company. 
15. NOTICES WHERE SENT. 
All notices required to be given the Company and any statement in writing required to be furnished the Company shall include the number of this policy and 
shall be addressed to: Consumer Affairs Department, P.O. Box 27567, Richmond, Virginia 23261-7567. 
000059
Form B 1112-2Z 
LITIGATION 
GUARANTEE 
Issued by 
Lawyers Title 
Insurance Corporation 
Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation 
is a member of the LandAmerica family of title insurance 
undeIWriters. 
r..., landAmerica 
.. Lawyers Title 
LandAmerica Financial Group, Inc. 
101 Gateway Centre Parkway 
Richmond, Virginia 23235-5153 
telephone, toll free: 800446-7086 
www.landam.com 
• 
000060
CD F;dehty Na,;onnl T;t!e 
-;-,. Insurance Company • 
This Certificate is attached to and constitutes a part of Title insurance Policy No. 
387-2001031 of Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation, a Nebraska 
corporation. 
In consideration of the premium paid under this policy, it is hereby understood 
and agreed that Fidelity National Title Insurance Company, a Nebraska 
company, assumes all liability in excess of $1.00 (the 'Retained Liability") but not 
in excess of the Amount of Liability stated on Schedule A (the "Reinsured 
Liability"), and that in the event Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation shall fail to 
pay any valid claim in excess of the Retained Liability under this policy by reason 
of loss or damage insured against, then such loss as to the Reinsured Liability 
shall be assumed and paid by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company in the 
same manner and to the same extent as if such Reinsured Liability had been. 
insured by a policy of Fidelity National Title Insurance Company. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Fidelity National Title Insurance Company has caused 
this Certificate to be executed by its duly authorized officer. 
Fidelity Title Insurance Company 
By: 
~ J),....fJ U 
Title: Senior Vice President 
Date: November 26, 2008 
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PROMISSORY NOTE 
Borrower: PAGE ENTERPRISES INC, 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley. 10 83318 
Principal Amount: $1.128.187.00 
Lender: 
Initial Rate: 9.750% 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley. 10 8331B 
Date of Note: September 12. 2007 
PROMISE TO PAY. PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. ("Borrower") promises to pay to ARST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK ("'Lender"). or order. in lawful 
money of the United State, of America. the principal amount of One Million One Hundred Twenty-eight Thousand One Hundred Eighty-seven & 
00/100 Dollars ($1.128.187.001. together with Interest on the unpaid principal balance from September 12, 2007, until paid in full. 
PAYMENT. Subject to any payment changes resulting from changes in the Index, Borrower will pay this loan In 2 principal payments of 
$376,068.33 each and one final principal and intere.t payment of $379,164,35, Borrower's first principal payment is due January 28, 2009, 
and all subsequent principal payments are due on the same day of each year after that. In addition, Borrower will pay regular monthly payments 
of a/l accrued unpaid interest due as of each payment date, beginning September 2B, 2007. with all subsequent intere.t payments to be due on 
the same day of each month after that. Borrower's final payment due January 28, 2011, wiD be for all principal and all accrued interest not yet 
paid. Unless otherwise agreed or required by applicable law, payments will be applied fI,.t to any accrued unpaid interest; then to principal; 
then to any late charges; and then to any unpaid collection co.ts. Intarest on this Note Is computed on a 365/365 Simple Interest basis; that is. 
by applying the ratio of the annual interest rate over the number of day, in a year, multiplied by the outatanding principal balance, multiplied by 
the actual number of days the principal balance I. outstanding. Borrower will pay Lender at Lender's addre ••• hown above Dr at such other 
place as Lender may de.ignate In writing. 
VARIABLE INTEREST RATE. The interest rate on this Note is subject to change from time to time based on changes in an independent index 
which is the the lowest Prime Rate as published in the Wall Street Journal (the "Index"). The Index is not necessarily the lowest rate charged 
by Lender on its loans. If the Index becomes unavailable during the term of this loan, Lender may deSignate a substitute index after notifying 
Borrower. lender will tell Borrower the current Index rate upon Borrower's request. The interest rate change will not occur more often than 
each day. Borrower understands that Lender may make loans based on other rates as well, The Index currently is 8.250% per annum. The 
interest rate to be applied to the unpaid principal balance during this Note will be at a rate of 1.500 percentage points over the Index, resulting 
in an initial rate of 9.750% per annum. NOTICE: Under no circumstances will the interest rate on this Note be more than the maximum rate 
allowed by applicable law. 
PREPAYMENT. Borrower may pay without penalty all or a portion of the amount owed earlier than it is due. Early payments will not, unless 
agreed to by lender in writing, relieve Borrower of Borrower's obligation to continue to make payments under the payment schedule. Rather, 
early payments will reduce the prinCipal balance due and may result in Borrower's making fewer payments. Borrower agrees not to send Lender 
payments marked "paid in full", "without recourse", or similar language. If Borrower sends such a payment, Lender may accept it without 
losing any 01 Lender's rights under this Note, and Borrower will remain obligated to pay any further amount owed to Lender. All written 
communications concerning disputed amounts, including any check or other payment instrument that indicates that the payment constitutes 
"payment in full" of the amount owed or that is tendered with other conditions Or limitations or as full satisfaction of a disputed amount must be 
mailed or delivered to: FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, Burley Branch, 2059 Overland Avenue, PO Box 970, Burley, ID B3318. 
LATE CHARGE. If a payment is 16 days or more late, Borrower will be charged 5.000% of the unpaid portion of the regularly scheduled 
payment or $25.00, whichever is greater. 
INTEREST AFTER OEFAULT. Upon default, including failure to pay upon final maturity, the interest rate on this Note shall be increased to 
12.000% per annum. However, in no event will the interest rate exceed the maximum interest rate limitations under applicable law. 
DEFAULT, Each of the following shall constitute an event of default ("Event of Default") under this Note: 
Payment Default. Borrower fails to make any payment when due under this Note. 
Other Defaults. Borrower fails to comply with or to perform any other term, obligation, covenant or condition contained in this Note or in 
any of the related documents or to comply with or to perform any term, obligation, covenant or condition contained in any other agreement 
between Lender and Borrower. 
Default in Favor of Third Parties. Borrower or any Grantor defaults under any loan. extension of credit, security agreement, purchase or 
sales agreement. or any other agreement, in favor of any other creditor or person that may materially affect any of Borrower's propeny or 
Borrower's ability to repay this Note or perform Borrower's obligations under this Note or any of the related documents. 
False Statements. Any warranty, representation or statement made or furnished to Lender by Borrower or on Borrower's behalf under this 
Note or the related documents is false or misleading in any material respect, either now or at the time made or furnished or becomes false 
or misleading at any time thereafter. 
Insolvency. The diSSOlution or termination of Borrower's existence as a going business. the insolvency of Borrower. the appointment of a 
receiver for any part of Borrower's property. any assignment for the benefit of creditors, any type of creditor workout, or the 
commencement of any proceeding under any bankruptcy or insolvency laws by or against Borrower. 
Creditor or Forfeiture Proceedings. Commencement of foreclosure or lorfeiture proceedings, whether by judicial proceeding, self-help, 
repossession or any other method, by any creditor of Borrower or by any governmental agency against any collateral securing the loan. 
This includes a garnishment of any of Borrower's accounts, including deposit accounts, with Lender. However, this Event of Default shall 
not apply if there is a good faith dispute by Borrower as to the validity or reasonableness 01 the claim which is the basis of the creditor or 
forfeiture proceeding and if Borrower gives Lender written notice of the creditor or forfeiture proceeding and deposits with Lender monies or 
a surety bond for the creditor or forfeiture proceeding, in an amount determined by Lender, in its sale discretion. as being an adequate 
reserve or bond lor the dispute. 
Events Affecting Guarantor. Any of the preceding events occurs with respect to any Guarantor 01 any of the indebtedness or any 
Guarantor dies or becomes incompetent, or revokes or disputes the validity of, or liability under, any guaranty of the indebtedness 
evidenced by this Note, In the event of a death, Lender. at its option, may, but shall not be required to, permit the Guarantor's estate to 
assume unconditionally the obligations arising under the guaranty in a manner satisfactory to Lender. and, in doing so, cure any Event of 
Delault, 
Change In Ownership. Any change in ownership of twenty~five percent (25%) or more of the common stock of Borrower. 
Adverse Change. A material adverse change occurs in Borrower's financial condition, or Lender believes the prospect of payment or 
performance of this Note is impaired. 
Insecurity. Lender in good faith believes itself insecure. 
LENDER'S RIGHTS. Upon default, Lender may declara the entire unpaid principal balance under this Note and all accrued unpaid interest 
immediately due, and then Borrower wi!! pay that amount. 
ATTDRNEYS' FEES; EXPENSES. Lender may hire or pay someone else to help collect this Note if Borrower does not pay. Borrower will pay 
Lender that amount. This includes, subject to any limits under applicable law, Lender's reasonable attorneys' fees and legal expenses, whether 
or not there is a lawsUIt, including without limitation all reasonable attorneys' fees and legal expenses for bankruptcy proceedings (including 
efforts to modify or vacate any automatic stay or injunction), and appeals. If not prohibited by applicable law, Borrower also wiil pay any court 
costs, in addition to all other sums provided by law. 
JURY WAIVER. Lender and Borrower hereby waive the right to any jury trial in any action, proceeding. or counterclaim brought by either Lender 
or Borrower against the other. 
GOVERNING LAW, This Note will be governed by federal law applicable to Lender and, to the extent not preempted by foderallaw, the laws 01 
the State of Idaho without regard to its conflicts of law provisions. This Note has been accepted by Lender in the State of Idaho. 000063
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CHOICE OF VENUE. If there is a lawsuit, Borrower agrees upon Lender's request to submit to the jurisdiction of the courts of Cassia County, 
State of Idaho. 
RIGHT OF SETOFF, To the extent permitted by applicable law, Lender reserves a right of setoff in all Borrower's accounts with Lender (whether 
checking, savings, or some other account). This includes all accounts Borrower holds jointly with someone else and all accounts Borrower may 
open in the future. However, this does not include any IRA or Keogh accounts, or any trust accounts for which setoff would be prohibited by 
law. Borrower authorizes Lender. to the extent permitted by applicable law I to charge or setoff all sums owing on the indebtedness against any 
and all such accounts, and, at Lender's option, to administratively freeze all such accounts to allow Lender to protect Lender's charge and setoff 
rights provided in this paragraph. 
ADDITIONAL TERMS. 1. Bank will require verification of adequate liquid assests to satisfy the minimum principal reduction requirement and will 
require those individuals or entities owning said assets to be legally obligated to make such payments. 2. Per lot release, a principal paydown 
of $5,860.00 to loan #87002432 and $37,607.00 to this loan will be required. 3. Advances will be made on a percentage of completion 
basis. Each advance will require a certification from the engineer as to quality and amount of work completed. Any cost overruns will be paid 
for by the borrower prior to additional loan advances, 
LINE OF CREDIT. This Note evidences a straight line of credit. Once the total amount of principal has been advanced, Borrower is not entitled to 
further loan advances. Borrower agrees to be liable for all sums either; (A) advanced in accordance with the instructions of an authorized 
person or (B) credited to any of Borrower's accounts with Lender. The unpaid principal balance owing on this Note at any time may be 
evidenced by endorsements on this Note or by Lender's internal records, including daily computer print·outs. 
SUCCESSOR INTERESTS. The terms of this Note shall be binding upon Borrower, and upon Borrower's heirs, personal representatives, 
successors and assigns, and shall inure to the benefit of Lender and its successors and assigns. 
NOTIFY US OF INACCURATE INFORMATION WE REPORT TO CONSUMER REPORTING AGENCIES. Please notify us if we report any inaccurate 
information about your account(s) to a consumer reporting agency. Your written notice describing the specific inaccuracy(ies) should be sent to 
us at the following address: FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, Burley Branch, 2059 Overland Avenue, PO Box 970, Burley, 10 83318. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS. If any part 01 this Note cannot be enforced, this fact will not aHect the rest of the Note. Lender may delay or forgo 
enforcing any of its rights or remedies under this Note without losing them. Borrower and any other person who signs. guarantees or endorses 
this Note, to the extent allowed by law, waive presentment, demand for payment, and notice of dishonor. Upon any change in the terms of this 
Note, and unless otherwise expressly stated in writing, no party who signs this Note, whether as maker, guarantor, accommodation maker or 
endorser, shall be released from liability, All such parties agree that Lender may renew or extend (repeatedly and for any length of time) this 
loan or release any party or guarantor or collateral; or impair, fail to realize upon or perfect Lender'S security interest in the collateral; and take 
any other action deemed necessary by Lender without the consent of or notice to anyone. All such parties also agree that Lender may modify 
this loan without the consent of or notice to anyone other than the party with whom the modification is made. The obligations under this Note 
are joint and several. 
PRIOR TO SIGNING THIS NOTE, BORROWER READ AND UNDERSTOOD ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS NOTE. INCLUDING THE VARIABLE 
INTEREST RATE PROVISIONS. BORROWER AGREES TO THE TERMS OF THE NOTE. 
BORROWER ACKNOWLEDGES RECEIPT OF A COMPLETED COPY OF THIS PROMISSORY NOTE. 
BORROWER: 
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RECORDATION REQUESTED BY: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley. 10 B3318 
WHEN RECORDED MAil TO: 
ATTN: DEBORAH JERKE 
First Federal 'Savings Bank Main Office 
383 Shoshone St. North 
Twin Falls, 10 83301 
SEND TAX NOTICES TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, 10 83318 
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MORTGAGE 
THIS MORTGAGE dated September 12.2007. is made and executed between PAGE ENTERPRISES. INC .• an Idaho 
corporation (referred to below as "Grantor", and FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK. whose address is 2059 
Overland Avenue. PO Box 970. Burley. ID 83318 (referred to below as "lender",. 
GRANT OF MORTGAGE. For valuable consideration. Grantor mortgages, grants, bargains, sells and conveys to Lender all of Grantor's right. 
title, and interest in and to the follOWing described real property, together with all eXisting or subsequently erected or affixed buildings, 
improvements and fixtures; all easements. rights of way, and appurtenances; all water, water rights, watercourses and ditch rights (including 
stock in utilities with ditch or irrigation rights); and all other rights, royalties, and profits relating to the real property, including without limitation 
all minerals, oil, gas, geothermal and similar matters, (the "Real Property'" located in Twin Falls County. State of Idaho: 
See Attached legal Description 
The Real Property or its address is commonly known as Bare land. Kimberly, ID 83341. 
Grantor presently assigns to Lender all of Grantor's right, title, and interest in and to all present and future leases of the Property and all Rents 
from the Property. In addition, Grantor grants to lender a Uniform Commercial Code security interest in the Personal Property and Rents. 
THIS MORTGAGE, INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY INTEREST IN THE RENTS AND PERSONAL PROPERTY, IS 
GIVEN TO SECURE 1M PAYMENT OF THE INDEBTEDNESS AND IBI PERFORMANCE OF ANY AND ALL OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE NOTE, 
THE RELATED DOCUMENTS. AND THIS MORTGAGE. THIS MORTGAGE. INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY 
INTEREST IN THE RENTS AND PERSONAL PROPERTY. IS ALSO GIVEN TO SECURE ANY AND ALL OF GRANTOR'S OBLIGATIONS UNDER 
THAT CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION LOAN AGREEMENT BETWEEN GRANTOR AND LENDER OF EVEN DATE HEREWITH. ANY EVENT OF 
DEFAULT UNDER THE CONSTRUCTION LOAN AGREEMENT. OR ANY OF THE RelATED DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO THEREIN, SHAll ALSO 
BE AN EVENT OF DEFAULT UNDER THIS MORTGAGE. THIS MORTGAGE IS GIVEN AND ACCEPTED ON THE FOLLOWING TERMS: 
PAYMENT AND PERFORMANCE. Except as otherwise provided in this Mortgage, Grantor shall pay to Lender all amounts secured by this 
Mortgage as they become due and shall strictly perform all of Grantor's obligations under this Mortgage. 
POSSESSION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE PROPERTY. Grantor agrees that Grantor's possession and use of the Property shall be governed by 
the following provisions: 
Possession and Use. Until the OCCurrence of an Event 01 Default, Grantor may (1) remain in possession and control of the Property; (2) 
use, operate or manage the Property; and (3) collect the Rents from the Property. The following provisions relate to the use of the 
Property or to other limitations on the Property. 
Duty to Maintain. Grantor shall maintain the Property in tenantable condition and promptly perform all repairs, replacements, and 
maintenance necessary to preserve its value. 
Compnance With Environmental Laws. Grantor represents and warrants to Lender that: (1) During the period of Grantor's ownership of 
the Property, there has been no use, generation, manufacture, storage, treatment, disposal, release or threatened release of any Hazardous 
Substance by any person on, under, about or from the Property; (2) Grantor has no knowledge of, or reason to believe that there has 
been, except as previously disclosed to and acknowledged by Lender in writing. la) any breach or violatton of any Environmental Laws. 
{bl any use, generation, manufacture, storage, treatment. disposal. release or threatened release of any Hazardous Substance on, under, 
about or tram the Property by any pnor owners or occupants 01 the Property, or (e) any actual or threatened litigation or claims of any 
kind by any person relating to such matters: and (3, Except as preViously disclosed to and acknowledged by Lender in writing, (a) neither 
Grantor nor any tenant, contractor, agent or other authorized user of the Property shall use, generate. manufacture, store, treat, dispose of 
or release any HazardOUS Substance on, under. about or from the Property; and (b) any such actiVity shall be conducted in compliance 
with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, regulations and ordinances. including without limitation aU Environmental Laws. Grantor 
authorizes Lender and its agents to enter upon the Property to make such Inspections and tests, at Grantor's expense, as Lender may deem 
appropriate to determine compliance of the Property With this section of the Mortgage. Any inspections or tests made by Lender shall be 
for Lender's purposes only and shall not be construed to create any responSibility or liability on the part of Lender to Grantor or to any other 
person. The representations and warranties contained herein are based on Grantor's due diligence in investigating the Property for 
Hazardous Substances. Grantor hereby (1) releases and waives any future claims against Lender for indemnity or contribution in the 
event Grantor becomes liable for cleanup or other costs under any such laws; and (2) agrees to indemnify. defend. and hold harmless 
Lender against any and all claims, losses, liabilities, damages, penalties, and expenses which Lender may directly or indirectly sustain or 
suffer resulting from a breach of this section of lhe Mortgage or as a consequence of any use, generation, manufacture, storage. disposal. 
release or threatened release occurring prior to Grantor's ownership or interest In the Property, whether or not the same was or should 
have been known to Grantor. The provisions ot th-IS section of the Mortgage, Including the obligation to indemnJfy and defend, shall survive 
the payment of the Indebtedness and the satisfaction and reconveyance of the lien 01 thiS Mortgage and shall not be affected by Lender' 5 
acqUisition of any interest in the Property, whether by foreclosure or otherWise. 
Nuisance. Waste. Grantor shall not cause, conduct or permit any nuisance nor commit, permit, or sutfer any stripping of or waste on or to 
the Property or any portion of the Property. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, Grantor will not remove, or grant to any other 
party the right to remove. any timber. minerals (including all and gas), coal, clay, scona, soil, gravel or rock products without Lender's prior 
written consent. 
Removal of Improvements. Grantor shall not demOlish or remove any Improvements from the Real Property without Lender's prior written 
consent. As a condition to the removal of any Improvements, Lender may require Grantor to make arrangements satisfactory to Lender to 
replace such Improvements With Improvements of at least equal value. 
Lender's Right to Enter. Lender and Lender's agents and representatives may enter upon the Real Property at all reasonable times to attend 
to Lender's Interests and to inspect the Real Property tor purposes of Grantor's compllanc~ wltn the terms and conditions of this Mortgage. 
Compliance with Governmental Requirements. Grantor shall promptly comply with all laws, ordinances, and regulations, now or hereafter 
In effect. of all governmental authorltres applicable to the use or occupancy of the Property, including Without limitation. the Americans 
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With Disabilities Act. Grantor may contest in good faith any such law, ordinance, or regulation and withhold compliance dUring any 
proceeding, including appropriate appeals, so long as Grantor has notified Lender In writing prior to dOing so and so long as, in Lender's 
sale opinion, Lender's Interests in the Property are not jeopardized. Lender may require Grantor to post adequate security or a surety bond, 
reasonably satisfactory to Lender, to protect Lender's interest. 
Duty to Protect, Grantor agrees neither to abandon or leave unattended the Property. Grantor shall do all other acts, In addition to those 
acts set forth above in this section, which from the character and use of the Property are reasonably necessary to protect and preserve the 
Property. 
TAXES AND LIENS. The following provisions relating to the taxes and liens on the Property are part of this Mortgage: 
Payment. Grantor shall pay when due (and in all events pnor to delinquency) all taxes, payroll taxes, special taxes, assessments, water 
charges and sewer service charges levied against or on account at the Property, and shall pay when due all claims for work done on or for 
services rendered or material furnished to the Property. Grantor shall maimain the Property free of any liens having priority over or equal to 
the interest of Lender under this Mortgage, except for the EXisting Indebtedness referred to in this Mortgage or those liens specifically 
agreed to in writing by Lender, and except for the lien of taxes and assessments not due as further specified in the Right to Contest 
paragraph. 
Right to Contest. Grantor may withhold payment of any tax, assessment, or claim in connection with a good faith dispute over the 
obligation to pay, 50 long as Lender's interest in the Property is not jeopardized, If a lien arises or is filed as a result of nonpayment, 
Grantor shall within fifteen (15) days after the lien arises or, if a lien is filed, Within fifteen (15) days after Grantor has notice of the filing, 
secure the discharge of the lien. or if requested by Lender. deposit with Lender cash or a sufficient corporate surety bond or other security 
satisfactory to Lender in an amount sufficient to discharge the lien plus any costs and reasonable attorneys' fees. or other charges that 
could accrue as a result of a foreclosure or sale under the lien. In any contest, Grantor shall defend itself and Lender and shall satisfy any 
adverse judgment before enforcement against the Property. Grantor shatf name Lender as an additional obligee under any surety bond 
furnished in the contest proceedings. 
Evidence of Payment. Grantor shall upon demand furnish to lender satisfactory evidence of payment of the taxes or assessments and shall 
authorize the appropnate governmental official to deliver to Lender at any time a written statement of the taxes and assessments against 
the Property. 
Notice of Construction. Grantor shall notify Lender at least fifteen (151 days before any work is commenced, any services are furnished, Or 
any materials are supplied to the Property, if any mechanic's lien, materialmen's lien, or other lien CQuid be asserted on account of the 
work, services, or materials and the cost exceeds $10,000,00. Grantor Will upon request of lender furnish to Lender advance assurances 
satisfactory to Lender that Grantor can and will pay the cost of such improvements. 
PROPERTY DAMAGE fNSURANCE. The following provisions relating to insuring the Property are a part of this Mortgage: 
Maintenance of Insurance. Grantor shall procure and maintain policies of fire insurance with standard extended coverage endorsements on 
a replacement basis for the full insurable value covering all Improvements on the Real Property in an amount sufficient to avoid application 
of any coinsurance clause, and with a standard mortgagee clause in favor of Lender. Grantor shall also procure and maintain 
comprehensive general liability insurance in such coverage amounts as Lender may request with Lender being named as additional insureds 
in such liability insurance policies. Additionally, Grantor shall maintain such other insurance, including but not limited to hdzard, business 
interruption and boiler insurance as Lender may require. Policies shall be written by such insurance companies and in such form as may be 
reasonably acceptable to Lender. Grantor shall deliver to Lender certificates of coverage from each insurer containrng a stipulation that 
coverage will not be cancelled or diminished without a minimum of fifteen (15) days' prior written notice to Lender and not containing any 
disclaimer of the insurer's liability for failure to give such notice. Each insurance policy also shall include an endorsement providing that 
coverage in favor of Lender will nat be impaired in any way by any act, omission or default of Grantor or any other person. Should the Real 
Property be located in an area designated by the Director of the Federal Emmgency Management Agency as a special flood hazard area. 
Grantor agrees to obtain and maintain Federal Flood Insurance. if available, for the full unpaid principal balance of the loan and any prior 
liens on the property securing the loan, up to the maximum policy limits set under the National Flood Insurance Program, or as otherwise 
required by Lender, and to maintain such insurance for the term of the loan. 
Application of Proceeds. Grantor shall promptly notify Lender of any loss or damage to the Property, Lender may make proof of loss if 
Grantor fails to do so within fifteen (15) days of the casualty. Whether or not Lender'S security is impaired, Lender may, at lender'S 
election, receive and retain the proceeds of any insurance and apply the proceeds to the reduction of the Indebtedness, payment of any lien 
affecting the Property, or the restoration and repair of the Property. If Lender elects to apply the proceeds to restoration and repair. Grantor 
shaH repair or replace the damaged or destroyed Improvements in a manner satisfactory to Lender. Lender shall, upon satisfactory proof of 
such expendi1ure, payor reimburse Grantor from the proceeds for the reasonable cost at repair or restoration if Grantor is not in default 
under this Mortgage. Any proceeds which have not been disbursed Within 180 days after their receipt and which lender has not 
committed to the repair or restoration of the Property shall be used first to pay any amount owing to Lender under this Mortgage, then to 
pay accrued interest, and the remainder, if any. shall be applied to the principal balance of tho Indebtedness. If Lender holds any proceeds 
after payment in ful/ of the Indebtedness, such proceeds shall be paid to Grantor as Grantor's interests may appear. 
.... 
Compliance with Existing Indebtedness. During the period in which any Existing Indebtedness described below is in effect, compliance with 
the insurance provisions contained in the instrument evidencing such Existing Indebtedness shall constitute compliance with the insurance 
provisions under this Mortgage, to the extent compliance with the terms of this Mortgage would constitute a duplication of insurance 
requirement. If any proceeds from the insurance become payable on loss, the provisions in this Mortgage for diVISIon of proceeds shall 
apply only to that portion of the proceeds not payable to the holder of the EXisting Indebtedness. 
Grantor's Report on Insurance. Upon request of Lender, however not more than once a year, Grantor shall furnish to Lender a report an 
each existing policy of insurance showing: (1) the name of the insurer; (2) the nsks insured; (3) the amount of the policy; (4) the 
property insured. the then current replacement value of such property, and the manner of determining that value; and (5J the expiratIon 
date of the policy. Grantor shaU, upon request of Lender, have an independent appraiser satisfactory to Lender determine the cash value 
replacement cost of the Property. 
LENDER'S EXPENDITURES. If any action or proceeding is commenced that would materially affect Lender's interest in the Property or If Grantor 
fails to comply with any provision of this Mortgage or any Related Documents, Including but not limited to Grantor'S failure to comply with any 
obligation to maintain Existing Indebtedness in good standing as reqUired below, or to discharge or pay when due any amounts Grantor is 
required to discharge or pay under this Mortgage or any Related Documents, Lender on Grantor's behalf may (but shall not be obligated to) take 
any action that Lender deems appropnate, including but not limited to discharging or paying all taxes, liens, security Interests, encumbrances 
and other claims, at any time levied or placed on the Property and paying aU Costs for insuring, maintaining and preserving the Property. All 
such expenditures incurred or paid by Lender for such purposes will then bear interest at the rate charged under the Note from the date incurred 
or paid by Lender to the date of repayment by Grantor. All such expenses will become a part 01 the Indebtedness and, at Lender's optIOn, will 
!A) be payable on demand; !B) be added to the balance of the Note and be apportioned among and be payable with any installment payments 
to become due dUring either (1) the term of any applicable insurance policy; or (2) the remaining term of the Note; or IC) be treated as a 
balloon payment which will be due and payable at the Note's maturity. The Mortgage also Will secure payment of these amounts. Such right 
shall be in addition to a/l ather rights and remedies to which Lender may be entitled upon Default. 
WARRANTY; DEFENSE OF TITLE. The following provisions relating to ownership of the Property are a pan of this Mortgage: 
Title. Grantor warrants that: (a) Grantor holds good and marketable title 01 record to the Property In fee simple, free and clear of all hens 
and encumbrances other than those set forth in the Real Property description or in the Existing Indebtedness sectIOn below or in any title 
insurance policy, title report, or final title opinion issued in favor of, and accepted by, Lender in connection with this Mortgage, and (bl 
Grantor has the full right, power, and authOrity to execute and deliver this Mortgage to Lender. 
Defense of Title. Subject to the exception in the paragraph above, Grantor warrants and wilt forever defend the title to the Property against 
the lawful claims of all persons. In the event any action or proceeding is commenced that QuestIOns Grantor's title or the Interest of Lender 
under this Mortgage, Grantor shall defend the action at Grantor's expense. Grantor may be the nominal party in such proceeding, but 
Lender shall be entitled to participate In the proceeding and to be represented in the proceeding by counsel of Lender's own chOice, and 
Grantor will deliver, or cause to be delivered, to Lender such instruments as Lender may request from time to time to permit such 
participation, 
Compliance With Laws. Grantor warrants that the Property and Grantor's use of the Property complies with atl existing applicable taws, 
ordinances, and regulations of governmental authorities. 
Survival of Representations and Warranties, All representations, warranties, and agreements made by Grantor in this Mortgage shall 
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Grantor's Indebtedness shall be paid in full. 
EXISTING INDEBTEDNESS. The following provisions concerning Existing Indebtedness are a part of this Mortgage: 
Existing lien. The lien of this Mortgage securing the Indebtedness may be secondary and inferior to an existing lien. Grantor expressly 
covenants and agrees to pay. or see to the payment of, the Existing Indebtedness and to prevent any default on such indebtedness, any 
default under the instruments evidencing such indebtedness. or any default under any security documents for such indebtedness. 
No Modification. Grantor shall not enter into any agreement with the holder of any mortgage, deed ot trust. or other security agreement 
which has priority over this Mortgage by which that agreement is modified, amended. extended, or renewed without the prior written 
consent of Lender. Grantor shall neither request nor accept any future advances under any such security agreement Without the prior 
written consent of Lender. 
CONDEMNATION. The following provisions relating to condemncttion proceedings are a part of this Mortgage: 
Proceedings. If any proceeding in condemnation is filed, Grantor shall promptly notify Lender In writing, and Grantor shall promptly take 
such steps as may be necessary to defend the action and obtain the award. Grantor may be the nominal pafty in such proceeding, but 
Lender shall be entitled to participate in the proceeding and to be represented in the proceeding by counsel of its own choice, and Grantor 
will deliver or cause to be delivered to Lender such instruments and documentation as may be requested by Lender trom timo to time to 
permit such participation. 
Application of Net Proceeds. If all or any part of the Property is condemned by em'lnent domain proceedings or by any proceeding or 
purchase in lieu of condemnation, Lender may at its election require that a/l or any portion of the net proceeds of the award be applied to 
the Indebtedness or the repair or restoration of the Property. The net proceeds of the award shall mean the award after payment of all 
reasonable costs. expenses, and attorneys' fees incurred by Lender in connection with the condemnation. 
IMPOSITION OF TAXES. FEES AND CHARGES BY GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITIES, The following provisions relating to governmental taxes, 
fees and charges are a part of this Mortgage: 
Current Taxes. Fees and Charges. Upon request by Lender, Grantor shall execute such documents in addition to this Mortgage and take 
whatever other action is requested by Lender to pertect and continue Lender's lien on the Real Property. Grantor shall reimburse Lender for 
all taxes, as described below, together with all expenses incurred in recording. perfecting or continuing this Mortgage, including without 
limitatIon all taxes, fees, documentary stamps, and other charges for recording or registering this Mortgage. 
Taxes. The following shall constitute taxes to which this section applies: (1, a specific tax upon this type of Mortgage or upon all or any 
part of the Indebtedness secured by this Mortgage: (2) a specific tax on Grantor which Grantor is authorized or required to deduct from 
payments on the Indebtedness secured by this type 01 Mortgage; 131 a tax on this type of Mortgage chargeable against the Lender or the 
holder of the Note; and (4) a specific tax on all or any portion of the Indebtedness or on payments of principal and interest made by 
Grantor. 
Subsequent Taxes. If any tax to which this section applies is enacted subsequent to the date of thIS Mortgage, this event shall have the 
same effect as an Event of Default, and Lender may exercise any or all of its available remedies for an Event of Default as provided below 
unless Grantor either (1) pays the tax before it becomes delinquent, or (2) contests the tax as prOVIded above in the Taxes and Liens 
section and deposits with Lender cash or a sufficient corporate surety bond or other security satisfactory to Lender. 
SECURITY AGREEMENT; FINANCING STATEMENTS. The following provisions relating to this Mortgage as a security agreement are a part of 
this Mortgage: 
Security Agreement. This instrument shall constitute a Security Agreement to the extent any of the Property constitutes fixtures, and 
Lender shall have all of the rights of a secured party under the Uniform Commercial Code as amended from time to time. 
Security Interest. Upon request by Lender, Grantor shall take whatever action is requested by Lender to perfect and continue Lender's 
security interest in the Rents and Personal Property. In addition to recording this Mortgage in the real property records, Lender may, at any 
time and without further authorization from Grantor, file executed counterparts, copies or reproductions of this Mortgage as a financing 
statement. Grantor shall reimburse Lender for all expenses incurred in perfecttng or continuing this security interest. Upon default, Grantor 
shall not remove, sever or detach the Personal Property from the Property. Upon default, Grantor shall assemble any Personal Property not 
affixed to the Property in a manner and at a place reasonably convenient to Grantor and Lender and make it available to Lender within three 
f3} days after receipt of written demand from Lender to the extent permitted by applicable law. 
Addresses. The mailing addresses of Grantor (debtor) and Lender {secured party} from which information concerning the security interest 
granted by this Mortgage may be obtained (each as required by the Uniform Commercial Code) are as stated on the first page of this 
Mortgage. 
FURTHER ASSURANCES; ATTORNEY-IN·FACT. The following provisions relating to further assurances and attorney"n·fact are a part of this 
Mortgage: 
Further Assurances. At any time. and from time to time, upon request of Lender, Grantor WIll make. execute and deliver, or will cause to 
be made, executed or delivered. to Lender or to Lender's designee, and when requested by Lender, cause to be filed, recorded, refiled, or 
rerecorded, as the case may be, at such times and in such offices and places as lender may deem appropriate, any and all such mortgages. 
deeds of trust, security deeds, security agreements. financing statements, continuation statements, instruments of further assurance. 
certificates, and other documents as may, in the sale opinion of Lender, be necessary or desirable in order to effectuate, complete, perfect. 
continue, or preserve (1) Grantor's obligations under the Note, this Mortgage, and the Related Documents, and (2) the Jiens and 
securrty interests created by this Mortgage on the Property, Whether now owned or hereafter acquired by Grantor. Unless prohibited by 
law or Lender agrees to the contrary in writing, Grantor shall reimburse Lender for aU costs and expenses incurred in connection with the 
matters referred to in this paragraph. 
Attorney·in·Fact. If Grantor fails to do any of the things referred to in the preceding paragraph, Lender may do so for and in the name of 
Grantor and at Grantor's expense. For such purposes, Grantor hereby irrevocably appoints Lender as Grantor's attorney-in· fact for the 
purpose of making, executing, delivering, filing, recording, and doing all other things as may be necessary or desirable. in Lender's sale 
opinion, to accomplish the matters referred to in the preceding paragraph. 
FUll PERFORMANCE. If Grantor pays aU the Indebtedness when due, and otherWise performs ali the obligations imposed upon Grantor under 
this Mortgage, Lender shall execute and deliver to Grantor a suitable satisfaction of this Mortgage and suitable statements of terminatIon of any 
financing statement on fIle eVIdencing Lender's security tnterest in the Rents and the Personal Property. Grantor will pay, if permitted by 
applicable law, any reasonable termination fee as determined by Lender from time to time. 
EVENTS OF DEFAULT. Each of the following, at Lender's opt'lon, shall constitute an Event of Oefault under this Mortgage: 
Payment Default. Grantor fails to make any payment when due under the Indebtedness. 
Default on Other Payments. Failure of Grantor within the time required by this Mortgage to make any payment for taxes or Insurance. or 
any other payment necessary to prevent filing of or to effect discharge of any llcn. 
Other Defaults. Grantor fails to comply WIth or to perform any other term. obligation, covenant or condition contained in this Mortgage or 
in any of the Related Documents or to comply with or to perform any term, obligation, covenant or condition contained in any other 
agreement between Lender and Grantor. 
Default in Favor of Third Parties. Should Grantor default under any loan. extension of credit. secunty agreement, purchase or sales 
agreement, or any other agreement, In tavor of any other creditor or person that may materIally affect any of Grantor's property or 
Grantor's ability to repay the Indebtedness or Grantor's ability to perform Grantor's obligations under this Mortgage or any related 
document. 
False Statements. Any warranty, representation or statement made or furnished to Lender by Grantor or on Grantor's behalf under this 
Mortgage or the Related Documents is false or misleading in any matenal respect, either now or at the trme made or furnished or becomes 
false or misleading at any time thereafter. 
Defective Collateralization. This Mortgage or any 01 the Related Documents ceases to be In full force and effect (rncluding failure of any 
collateral document to create a valid and perfected security rnterest or lien) at any time and tor any reason. 
Insolvency. The dissolution or termination of Grantor's existence as a going business, the insolvency of Grantor, the appointment of a 
000068
loan No: C Page 4 
receiver for any part of Grantor's property, any assignment for the benefit of creditors. any type of creditor workout, or the commencement 
of any proceeding under any bankruptcy or insolvency laws by or against Grantor. 
Creditor or Forfeiture Proceedings. Commencement of foreclosure or forfeiture proceedings, whether by judicial proceeding, self·help, 
repossession or any other method, by any creditor of Grantor or by any governmental agency against any property securing the 
Indebtedness. This includes a garnishment of any of Grantor's accounts, Including deposit accounts, with lender. However. this Event of 
Default shall not apply if there is a good faith dispute by Grantor as to the valtdity or reasonableness of the claim which is the basis of the 
creditor or forfeiture proceeding and if Grantor gives Lender written notIce of the creditor Or forfeiture proceeding and deposits with Lender 
monies or a surety bond for the creditor or forfeiture proceeding, in an amount determined by Lender, In its sale discretton, as being an 
adequate reserve or bond for the dispute. 
Existing Indebtedness. The payment of any installment of principal or any interest on the Existing Indebtedness is not made within the time 
required by the promissory note evidencing such indebtedness, or a default occurs under the Instrument securing such indebtedness and is 
not cured during any applicable grace period in such instrument, or any SUit or other action IS commenced to foreclose any existing lien on 
the Property. 
Breach of Other Agleement. Any breach by Grantor under the terms of any other agreement between Grantor and Lender that is not 
remedied within any grace period provided therein, Including without limitation any agreement concerning any indebtedness or other 
obligation of Grantor to Lender, whether existing now or later. 
Events Affecting Guarantor. Any of the preceding events occurs with respect to any Guarantor of any of the Indebtedness or any 
Guarantor dies or becomes incompetent. or revokes or disputes the validity of, or liability under, any Guaranty of the Indebtedness. In the 
event of a death, Lender, at its option, may, but shall not be required to, permit the Guarantor's estate to assume unconditionally the 
obligations arising under the guaranty in a manner satisfactory to Lender. and, in doing so, cure any Event of Default. 
Adverse Change. A material adverse change occurS in Grantor's financial condition, or Lender believes the prospect of payment or 
performance of the Indebtedness is impaired. 
Insecurity. Lender in good faith believes itself insecure. 
RIGHTS AND REMEDIES ON DEFAULT. Upon the occurrence ot an Event at Detault and at any time thereatter. Lender, at Lender's option, may 
exercise anyone or more of the follOWing rights and remedies. in additIOn to any other rights or remedies provided by law: 
Accelerate Indebtedness. Lender shall have the right at its option without notice to Grantor to declare the entire Indebtedness immediately 
due and payable, including any prepayment penalty which Grantor would be required to pay. 
UCC Remedies. With respect to all or any part of the Personal Property, Lender shall have all the rights and remedies of a secured party 
under the Uniform CommerCial Code. 
Collect Rents. Lender shall have the right, without notice to Grantor, to take possession of the Property and collect the Rents, inCluding 
amounts past due and unpaid, and apply the net proceeds, over and above Lender's costs, against the Indebtedness. In furtherance of this 
right, Lender may require any tenant or other user of the Property to make payments of rent or use fees directly to Lender. If the Rents are 
collected by lender, then Grantor irrevocably designates Lender as Grantor's attorney-in-fact to endorse instruments received in payment 
thereof in the name of Grantor and to negotiate the same and collect the proceeds. Payments by tenants or other users to Lender in 
response to Lender's demand shall satisfy the obligations for which the payments are made, whether or not any proper grounds for the 
demand existed. lender may exercise its rights under this subparagraph either in person, by agent. Or through a receiver. 
Appoint Receiver. Lender shall have the right to have a receiver appOinted to take possession of all or any part of the Property, with the 
power to protect and preserve the Property, to operate the Property preceding foreclosure or sale, and to collect the Rents from the 
Property and apply the proceeds, over and above the cost of the receivership, against the Indebtedness. The receiver may serve without 
bond if permitted by law. Lender's right to the appointment of a receiver shall eXist whether or not the apparent value of the Property 
exceeds the Indebtedness by a substantial amount. Employment by Lender shall not disqualify a person from serving as a receiver. 
Judicial Forec'osure. Lender may obtam a judicial decree foreclosing Grantor's interest in all or any part of the Property. 
Nonjudicial Sale. If permitted by applicable law, Lender may foreclose Grantor's interest in all or in any part of the Personal Property or the 
Real Property by non-jUdicial sale. 
Deficiency Judgment. If permitted by applicable law, Lender may obtain a judgment for any deficiency remainIng in the Indebtedness due 
to Lender after application of aU amounts received from the exercise of the rights provided in this sectIon. 
Tenancy at Sufferance. If Grantor remains in possession of the Property after the Property is sold as provided above or Lender otherwise 
becomes entitled to possession of the Property upon default of Grantor, Grantor shall become a tenant at sufferance of Lender or the 
purchaser of the Property and shall. at Lender's option, either (1 t pay a reasonable rental for the use of the Property, or (2) vacate the 
Property immediately upon the demand 01 Lender. 
Other Remedies. Lender shall have all other rights and remedies proVided in this Mortgage or the Note or available at law or in equity. 
Sale of the Property. To the extent permitted by applicable law, Grantor hereby waives any and all right to have the Property marshalled. 
In exercising its rights and remedies, Lender shall be free to sell all or any part of the Property together or separately, In one sale or by 
separate sales. Lender shall be entitled to bid at any public sale on aU or any portIon of the Property. 
Notice of Sale. Lender shall give Grantor reasonable notice of the time and place of any public sale of the Personal Property or of the time 
after which any private sale or other intended disposition 01 the Personal Property is to be made. Reasonable notice shall mean notice 
given at least ten (10) days before the time of the sale or disposition. Any sale of the Personal Property may be made in conjunction with 
any sale of the Real Property. 
Election of Remedies. Election by Lender to pursue any remedy shall not exclude purSUIt at any other remedy, and an election to make 
expenditures or to take action to perform an obligation of Grantor under this Mortgage, after Grantor's fallure to perform, shall not affect 
Lender's right to declare a default and exerCise Its remedies. Nothing under this Mortgage or otherwise shaU be construed so as to limit or 
restrict the rights and remedies available to Lender following an Event of Default. or in any way to limit or restrict the rights and ability of 
Lender to proceed directly against Grantor and/or against any other co-maker, guarantor, surety or endorser andlor to proceed agamst any 
other collateral directly or indirectly securing the Indebtedness. 
Attorneys' Fees; Expenses. If Lender institutes any suit or action to enforce any of the terms of thiS Mortgage, Lender shall be entitled to 
recover such sum as the court may adjudge reasonable as attorneys' fees at trial and upon any appeal. Whether or not any court action is 
involved, and to the extent not prohibited by law, all reasonable expenses Lender Incurs that in Lender's opinion are necessary at any time 
for the protection of Its interest or the enforcement of its rights shall become a part of the Indebtedness payable on demand and shaH bear 
interest at the Note rate from the date of the expenditure until repaid. Expenses covered by this paragraph include, without limitation, 
however subject to any limits under applicable law, Lender's reasonable attorneys' fees and Lender's legal expenses whether or not there is 
a lawsuit, including reasonable attorneys' fees and expenses for bankruptcy proceedings (including efforts to modify or vacate any 
automatic stay or injunction), appeals, and any anticipated post-Judgment col/ectlon services, the cost of searching records, obtaining title 
reports (including foreclosure reports), surveyors' reports, and appraisal fees and title insurance, to the extent permitted by applicable law. 
Grantor also will pay any court costs, in addItion to all other sums prOVided by law. 
NOTICES. Any notice required to be given under thiS Mortgage, including Without limitatIon any notice of default and any notice of sale shall be 
given in writing. and shall be effective when actually delivered, when actually receIved by telefacsimlle (unless otherwise required by law), when 
deposited With a nationally recognIzed overnIght courier, or, If mailed, when deposited in the United States mall, as first class, certlfred or 
regIstered mail postage prepaid, directed to the addresses shown near the beginning of thIS Mortgage. All copies of notices of foreclosure from 
the holder of any lien which has priOrity over this Mortgage shall be sent to Lender's address, as shown near the beginnIng of this Mortgage. 
Any party may change its address for notices under thIS Mortgage by g!vlng formal wrttten notIce to the other parties, speci1Ylng that the 
purpose of the notice IS to change the party's address. For notice purposes, Grantor aorees to keep Lender informed at all times of Grantor's 
current address. Unless otherWIse provided or required by law, if there IS more than on~ Grantor, any notice given by Lender to any Grantor is 
deemed to be notice given to all Grantors. 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. The tollowlng miscellaneous provisions are a part 01 thiS Mortgage: 
Amendments. This Mortgage, together with any Related Documents, constitutes the enttre understanding and agreement of the parties as 
to the matters set forth in this Mortgage. No alteration of or amendment to this Mortgage shall be effective unless given In writing and 
signed by the party or parties sought to be charged or bound by the alteration or amendment. 
i 
000069
MORTG 
(Contin 
t!
t
,
In
,
ll ,
,
i
I ll
11
I
I l i
I
i
i i
i i
i
r i
i
i
t
Lo·an No: CL0087002358 
AGE 
uedJ • Page 5 Annual Reports. It the Property is used for purposes other than Grantor's residence, Grantor shall furnish to Lender, upon request, a 
certified statement of net operating income received from the Property during Grantor's previous fiscal year In such form and detail as 
Lender shall require. "Net operating income" shall mean all cash receipts from the Property less all cash expenditures made in connection 
with the operation of the Property. 
Caption Headings. Caption headings in this Mortgage are for convenience purposes only and are not to be used to interpret or define the 
provisions of this Mortgage. 
Governing Law. This Mortgage will be governed by federal law applicable to Lender and. to the extent not preempted by federal law. the 
Jaws of the State of Idaho without regard to its conflicts of law provisions. This Mortgage has been accepted by Lender in the State of 
Idaho. 
Choice of Venue. If there is a lawsuit, Grantor agrees upon Lender's request to submIt to the jurisdIctIon 01 the courts of Cassia County. 
State of Idaho. 
No Waiver by Lender. Lender shall not be deemed to have waived any fights under this Mortgage unless such waivor is given in writing 
and signed by Lender. No delay or omission on the part of Lender in exercising any right shaH operate as a waiver of such right or any 
other right. A waiver by Lender of a prOVision of this Mortgage shall not prejudice or constitute a waiver of Lender's right otherwise to 
demand strict compliance with that provision or any other proviSIon of this Mortgage. No prior waiver by Lender, nor any course of dealing 
between Lender and Grantor. shall constitute a waiver of any of Lender's rights or of any of Grantor's obligations as to any future 
transactions. Whenever the consent of Lender is required under this Mortgage. the granting of such consent by Lender in any instance 
shall not constitute continuing consent to subsequent instances where such consent is required and in all cases such consent may be 
granted or withheld in the sale discretion of Lender. 
Severability. If a court of competent jurisdiction finds any provision of this Mortgage to be illegal. invalid. or unenforceable as to any 
circumstance, that finding shall not make the attending proviSion illegal. invalid, or unenforceable as to any other cIrcumstance. If feasible, 
the offending proviSion shall be considered modified so that it becomes legal, valid and enforceable. If the offending provision cannot be so 
mOdified. it shall be considered deleted from this Mortgage. Unless otherwise reqUired by law. the illegality, invalidity, or unenforceability 
of any provision of this Mortgage shall not affect the legality, validity or enforceability of any other provision of this Mortgage. 
Merger. There shall be no merger of the interest or estate created by this Mortgage with any other interest or estate in the Property at any 
time held by or for the benefit of Lender in any capaCIty, without the written consent of Lender. 
Successors and ASSigns. Subject to any limitations stated in this Mortgage on transfer of Grantor's interest. thiS Mortgage shall be binding 
upon and inure to the benefit of the parties. their successors and assigns. It ownership of the Property becomes vested In a person other 
than Grantor. Lender. without notice to Grantor. may deal with Grantor's successors with reference to this Mortgage and the Indebtedness 
by way of forbearance or extension without releasing Grantor from the obligations of this Mortgage or liability under the Indebtedness. 
TJme is of the Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of this Mortgage. 
Waive Jury. All parties to this Mortgage hereby waive the right to any jury trial in any action. proceeding, or counterclaim brought by any 
party against any other party. 
Waiver of Homestead Exemption. Grantor hereby releases and waives all rights and benefits of the homestead exemption laws of the State 
of Idaho as to all Indebtedness secured by this Mortgage. 
DEFINITJONS. The following capitalized words and terms shall have the fol/owing meanings when used in this Mortgage. Unless specifically 
stated to the contrary. alt references to dollar amounts shall mean amounts In lawful money of the United States of America. Words and terms 
used in the singular shall include the plural, and the plural shall Include the singular, as the context may require. Words and terms not otherwise 
defined in this Mortgage shall have the meanings attributed to such terms in the Uniform Commercial Code: 
Borrower. The word "Borrower" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. and includes all co~signers and co-makers signing the Note and all their 
succeSSOrs and assigns. 
Default. The word "Default" means the Default set forth in this Mortgage in the section titled "Default". 
Environmental Laws. The words "Environmental Laws" mean any and ail state, federal and local statutes, regulations and ordinances 
relating to the protection of human health or the environment. including without limitation the Comprehensive Environmental Response. 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601, et seq. ("CERCLA"), the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act of 1986, Pub. L. No. 99·499 ("SARA "), the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. Section 1801, et seq., 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S ,C. SectIOn 6901, et seq .• or other applicable state or federal laws, ruJes, or 
regulations adopted pursuant thereto. 
Event of Oefautt. The words "Event of Default" mean any of the events of default set forth in this Mortgage in the events of default 
section of this Mortgage. 
Existing Indebtedness. The words "Existing Indebtedness" mean the indebtedness described in the Existing Liens provision of this 
Mortgage. 
Grantor. The word "Grantor" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC .. 
Guarantor. The word "Guarantor" means any guarantor, surety. or accommodation party 01 any or all of the Indebtedness. 
Guaranty. The word "Guaranty" means the guaranty from Guarantor to Lender. including without limitation a guaranty of all or part of the 
Note. 
Hazardous Substances. The words "Hazardous Substances" mean materials that, because of theIr quantity. concentration or physical, 
chemical or infectious characteristics. may cause or pose a present or potentia' hazard to human health or the environment when 
improperly used, treated. stored. disposed of. generated, manufactured. transported or otherwise handled. The words "Hazardous 
Substances" are used in their very broadest sense and include without limitation any and all hazardous or tOXIC substances. materials or 
waste as defined by or listed under the Environmental Laws. The term "Hazardous Substances" also includes. Without limitation, petroleum 
and petroleum by~products or any fraction thereof and asbestos. 
Improvements. The word "Improvements" means all existing and future improvements, buildings, structures. mobile homes affixed on the 
Real Property. facilities. additions, replacements and other construction on the Real Property. 
Indebtedness. The word "Indebtedness" means all principal. Interest. and other amounts, costs and expenses payable under the Note or 
Related Documents. together with aU renewals of, extensions of. modifications of, consolidations of and substitutions for the Note or 
Related Documents and any amounts expended or advanced by Lender to discharge Grantor's obligations or expenses incurred by Lender to 
enforce Grantor's obligatIons under this Mortgage, together With Interest on such amounts as provided in this Mortgage. 
Lender. The word" Lender" means FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, Its successors and assigns. 
Mortgage. The word "Mortgage" means this Mortgage between Grantor and Lender. 
Note. The word "Note" means the promissory note dated September 12, 2007, in the original principal amount of 
$1,128,187.00 from Grantor to Lender, together WIth all renewals of, extensions of, modificatIons of. refinancings of, consolidations 
01, and substitutions for the promissory note or agreement. The maturity date of thIS Mortgage is January 28, 2011. NOTICE TO 
GRANTOR: THE NOTE CONTAINS A VARIABLE INTEREST RATE. 
Personal Property. The words "Personal Property" mean all equipment, fjxtures. and other artIcles of personal property now or hereafter 
owned by Grantor, and now or hereafter attached or affixed to the Real Property; together with aU accessions. parts, and additions to, aU 
replacements of, and aU substItutions for. any of such property; and together WIth all proceeds (including WIthout limitation all insurance 
proceeds and refunds of premiums) from any sale or other dIspOSItion of the Property. 
Property. The word "Property" means collectively the Real Property and the Personal Property. 
Real Property. The words "Real Property" mean the real property, interests and nghts. as further described in thIS Mortgage. 
Related Documents. The words "Related Documents" mean all promIssory notes, credit agreements. loan agreements. environmental 
agreements, guarantIes. security agreements. mortgages, deeds of trust. security deeds, collateral mortgages, and all other Instruments. 
agreements and documents. whether now or hereafter eXistIng, executed In connectIon with the Indebtedness. 
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Rents. The word "Rents" means all present and future rents, revenues, income. issues, royalties, profits, and other benefits derived from the Property. 
GRANTOR ACKNOWLEDGES HAVING READ ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS MORTGAGE, AND GRANTOR AGREES TO ITS TERMS. 
CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
STATE OF 
COUNTYOF __ ~~_'~~ ________ _ ) SS 
On this --.L.2...,---''--____ day of , a {;~~!,;;~ndfO;--the-St:t~h~fyl~":h~~ t.rs!naii~ b:;~~~r;: G~;ar.~f~t:GE 
ENTERPRISES INC. and Bill Page. Secretary of PAGE ENTERPRISES INC., known or identified to me lor proved to me on the oath of ~-, __ ..., 
I. to be authorized signers of PAGE ENTERPRISES INC,. the corporation that executed the instrument 
or the persons who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. ~ .~;.q' ------------- Residing at ---~~L-rX-~ __ if~ ____________ _ N"otary Public fo~ 
Q f'i' .................. ~ ....... .,....,.IoCo'''';.. 
My commission expires --S..::::I-~ ,2..tX> , WARD M. MAXFIELD j' 
NOTARY PUBLIC ~ 
*' c c c ;S~A",:~ Of IDAHO :f 
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1.15 l:A~', aUISE MERJDIAN, TWIN FALlS COUNTY, 
EXCEPTING LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTE • 
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY OESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENce NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE 
CENTER LINE OF U.S, HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS 
SHOWN ON THE PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOllOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 
1,319.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A 
LINE PARALLEL WITH A SO.O FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U.S. 
HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARAlLEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A UNE PARALLEL WITH 
AND 60.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL UNE 587.0 FEET, MORE 
OR lESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE 
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OFTHE SWl/4SEI/4 
BEING MORE PARTICULARlY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FRDM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00015'4S" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CDNTlNUING NORTH 00'15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SWl/4SEl/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'.15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56'06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89"18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF 8EGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A25 FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALDNG THE NORTH AND 
WEST BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRI8ED PARCEL 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORnON OF THE SWlf4SE1(4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOllOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SI/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17, 
THENCE NDRTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALDNG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SWlf4SElf4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NDRTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00'15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SWl/4SEl/4 DF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56'06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00° 10' 12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORnON OF THE 
SWl/4SEI/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRI8ED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES 
NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 
~~ENCE SOUTH 89"18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 
SW1/4SElI4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SElf4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH 
BOUNDARY OF SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'11" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00010'll" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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LITIGATION GUA • 
Issued by Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation 
GUARANTEE NUMBER 
r.. ~ landAmerica 
.. lawyers Title 
File No.: 59340 
Liability: $340,000.00 
Fee: $1,295.00 
Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation is a member of the 
LandAmerica family of title insurance underwriters. 
387-Z001030 
SUBJECT TO THE EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE, THE LIMITS OF LIABILITY AND OTHER 
PROVISIONS OF THE CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS HEREOF, LAWYERS TITLE INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, a Virginia Corporation, herein called the Company, guarantees the Assured against loss not 
exceeding the liability amount stated above which the Assured shall sustain by reason of any incorrectness in 
the assurance which the Company hereby gives that, according to the public records, on the date stated below: 
1. The title to the herein described estate or interest was vested in the vestee named, 
subject to the matters shown as Exceptions in Schedule B, which Exceptions are not 
necessarily shown in the order of their priority; and 
2. The necessary parties defendant in the action referred to in Schedule C are as therein 
stated. 
Dated: January 7,2009 
Countersigned: ~\\.~ \~t\, \\\C. 
----::> .~ 
By: -..."c-,:L..~/.:;;C~~-b--'-/-",O,----=A...-__ _ ~uthonzed Officer or Agent 
Litigation Guarantee 
Form 1112-2Z 
LA WYERS TITLE INSURANCE CORPORATION 
--" .......... """" 
--- ,IlSUR-4.yc \\11 By: f" .... '<- ........ - •••• ~ II ;~ .... • ••• <'0 " 
;eol' -'- \.~'" 
f~{$£At \:~ ~ 3 ~ f :::! ~ Attest: I,~"" 1925 /~} 
If "'. .." ~ II •.•. ....._ 
II 'fl ......... ~ .. .:-
\\\\ CIIIIIOliO. ----
""" .......... --
ORIGINAL 
President 
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-SCHEDULE A • 
File No.: 59340 
Your Reference: 
1. Name of Assured: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
c/o John Ritchie, Attorney for Plaintiff 
2. Title to said estate or interest at the date hereof is vested in 
TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC. 
3. The estate or interest in the land hereinafter described or referred to covered by this Guarantee is 
FEE SIMPLE 
4. The land referred to in this Guarantee is situated in the State ofIdaho, County of Twin Falls, and is described as follows: 
SEE ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
-Part 2 - Schedule A 
Form 1111-2 
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GAL DESCRIPTIO_ 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: W~SE'14 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SWY4SE'14 more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW'I4SE'I4; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SW'I4SE'14 for a distance of265 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 220 feet; 
THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side of the center line of U.S. Highway 30, Project No. 
F-2361(14) Highway Survey as shown on the plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways of 
the State of Idaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW'I4SE'I4; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 feet, more or less, to the Southwest 
comer of the SWY4SEY4; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SWl;4SE'14 a distance of 50.0 feet, more or less, to a point in a line 
parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway 
Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to a point opposite Station 238+00 of 
said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0°14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 feet Northerly from the center line of 
said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or less, to a point in the East line of said 
SW'I4SE'I4; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel of land located in a portion of the SW'I4SE'14 being more particularly described as 
follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the 
Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the SW'I4SE'14 of Section 17 to a point on the 
Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of the SW'I4SE'14 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 000lO'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West boundary of the following described 
parcel: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SWY4SEl;4 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the 
Southeast comer of Section 17; 
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THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.9 the West boundary ofswlA of Section 17 to a point on the 
Northerly right of way of Highway -2361(14) and being the RE~OINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of the SW14SE14 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SW14SE14 of Section 17 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies North 89° 18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89° 18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the SW14SE14 of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265.00 feet along the East boundary of said SW14SE14; 
THENCE North 89° 18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89° 18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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-SCHEDULE B • 
File No.: 59340 
EXCEPTIONS: 
1. Encroachments or questions of location, boundary and area, which an accurate survey may disclose; public or private 
easements, streets, roads, alleys or highways, unless disclosed of record by recorded Plat or conveyance, or decree of 
a Court of record; rights or claims of persons in possession, or claiming to be in possession, not disclosed by the 
public records; material or labor liens or liens under the Workmen's Compensation Act not disclosed by the public 
records; any service, installation or construction charges for sewer, water, electricity, or garbage collection and 
disposal. 
2. Reservations and exceptions in United States Patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; right of use, control 
or regulation by the United States of America in the exercise of powers over navigation; any prohibition or limitation 
on the use, occupancy or improvement of the land resulting from the rights of the public or riparian owners to use any 
waters which may cover the land or to use any portion of the land which is now or may formerly have been covered 
by water, water rights or matters relating thereto. 
3. General taxes not now payable; matters relating to special assessments and special levies, if any, preceding the same 
becoming a lien. 
4. Taxes for 2008, assessed in the amount of $938.12, the first one-half of which is delinquent; the second one-half of 
which is payable but not delinquent. 
5. Easement for waste water granted to Orange S. Pomeroy recorded April 3, 1914, as Instrument No. 50235, records of 
Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
6. Easement for right of way for irrigation ditch between Orange S. Pomeroy, Alice M. Pomeroy, AC. Burckhalter, 
Martha A Burckhalter, Frederick Tews, Minnie Tews, W.S. Star and Nola R. Star, and the Twin Falls Canal 
Company dated April 25, 1911, recorded March 8, 1915, as Instrument No. 58594 in Book 31 of Deeds, page 197, 
records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
7. Easement for a right of way for irrigation ditch between Orange S. Pomeroy and Alice M. Pomeroy and AC. 
Burckhalter and Martha A Burckhalter dated April 11, 1991, recorded September 5, 1917, as Instrument No. 86654 
in Book 5 of Deeds, page 209, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
8. Easement for right of way for irrigation ditch between Ellis S. Wood and Lilah Wood and Twin Falls Canal Company 
recorded May 15, 1924, as Instrument No. 167899 in Book 67 of Deeds, page 463, records of Twin Falls County, 
Idaho. 
9. Mortgage given by Page Enterprises Inc., an Idaho corporation, to First Federal Savings Bank dated July 24,2006, 
recorded July 24, 2006, as Instrument No. 2006-018004, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
10. Water and Sewer Line Agreement by and between Don McFarland and Carol McFarland, husband and wife, and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, dated March 30, 2007, as Instrument No. 
2007-010418, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
11. Mortgage given by Page Enterprises Inc., to First Federal Savings Bank dated September 12, 2007, recorded 
September 13,2007, as Instrument No. 2007-022873, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
-Part 3 - Schedule B 
Form 1111-6 000078
---------
12. Notice of Claim of Labor and . Riedesel Engineerin~, an Idaho corporation, Claimant; vs. 
Dallas Page, individually; , L.L.c., an Oregon limi~ability company; and Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc., an Idaho corporation, Contractors; and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., an Idaho corporation, 
Owner and Defendant, recorded October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023351, records of Twin Falls County, 
Idaho. (in the original amount of $48,911.58, plus interest, attorney fees, and costs) 
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File No.: 59340 
The necessary parties (other than those having a claim or interest by reason of matters shown in Exceptions numbered 1 through 10) 
to be made defendants in an action to foreclose Mortgage recorded September 13,2007, as Instrument No. 2007-022873 
in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, 
subject to the Exceptions listed above, to be brought by 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
as Plaintiff, are as follows: 
1. Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Whose last known address of record is: 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
2. Page Enterprises, Inc. 
Whose last known address of record is: 
2059 Overland Avenue 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
AND 
P. O. Box 970 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
3. Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
c/o Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
P. O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
.Part 4 - Schedule C 
FOnTI 1112-4 (IDAHO) 
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GU CONDITIONS AND STI&'TIONS 
1. DEFINITION OF TERMS. 
The following tenns when used in the Guarantee mean: 
(a) "the Assured": the party or parties named as the Assured in this Guarantee, or on a supplemental writing executed by the Company. 
(b) "land": the land described or refen'ed to in Schedule A, and improvements affixed thereto which by law constitute real property. The tenn "land" does not include any 
property beyond the lines of the area described or referred to in Schedule A, nor any right, title, interest, estate or easement in abutting streets, roads, avenues, alleys, lanes, 
ways or waterways. 
(c) "mortgage": mortgage, deed of trust, trust deed, or other security instrument. 
(d) "public records": records established under state statutes at Date of Guarantee for the purpose of imparting constructive notice of matters relating to real property to 
purchasers for value and without knowledge. 
(e) "date": the effective date. 
2. EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE OF THIS GUARANTEE. 
The Company assumes no liability for loss or damage by reason of the following: 
(a) Taxes or assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the records of any taxing authority that levies taxes or assessments on real property or by the public records. 
(b) (I) Unpatented mining claim; (2) reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; (3) water rights, claims or title to water; whether or not 
the matters excluded by (1), (2) or (3) are shown by the public records. 
(c) Assurances to title to any property beyond the lines of the land expressly described in the description set forth in Schedule A of this Guarantee, or title to streets, roads, 
avenues, lanes, ways or waterways on which such land abuts, or the right to maintain therein vaults, tunnels, ramps or any other structure or improvement; or any rights or 
easements therein unless such property, rights or easements are expressly and specifically set forth in said description. 
(d) (I) Defects, liens, encumbrances or adverse claims against the title, if assurances are provided as to such title, and as limited by such assurances. 
(2) Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters (a) whether or not shown by the public records, and which are created, suffered, assumed or agreed to 
by one or more of the Assureds; (b) which result in no loss to the Assured; or (c) which do not result in the invalidity or potential invalidity of any judicial or non-judicial 
proceeding which is within the scope and purpose of assurances provided. 
3. NOTICE OF CLAIM TO BE GIVEN BY ASSURED CLAIMANT. 
An Assured shall notifY the Company promptly in writing in case knowledge shall come to and Assured hereunder of any claim of title or interest which is adverse to the title to 
the estate or interest, as stated herein, and which might cause loss or damage for which the Company may be liable by virtue of this Guarantee. If prompt notice shall not be 
given to the Company, then all liability of the Company shall terminate with regard to the matter or matters for which prompt notice is required; provided, however, that failure 
to notifY the Company shall tenninate with regard to the matter or matters for which prompt notice is required; provided, however, that failure to notifY the Company shall in no 
case prejudice the rights of any Assured under this Guarantee unless the Company shall be prejudiced by the failure and then only to the extent ofthe prejudice. 
4. NO DUTY TO DEFEND OR PROSECUTE. 
The Company shall have no duty to defend or prosecute any action or proceeding to which the Assured is a party, notwithstanding the nature of any allegation in such action or 
proceeding. 
5. COMPANY'S OPTION TO DEFEND OR PROSECUTE ACTIONS; DUTY OF ASSURED CLAIMANT TO COOPERATE. 
Even though the Company has no duty to defend or prosecute as set forth in Paragraph 4 above: 
(a) The Company shall have the right, at its sale option and cost, to institute and prosecute any action or proceeding, interpose a defense, as limited in (b), or to do any other 
act which in its opinion may be necessary or desirable to establish the title to the estate or interest as stated herein, or to establish the lien rights of the Assured, or to 
prevent or reduce loss or damage to the Assured. The Company may take any appropriate action under the terms of this Guarantee, whether or not it shall be liable 
hereunder, and shall not thereby concede liability or waive any provisions of this Guarantee. If the Company shall exercise its rights under this paragraph, it shall do so 
diligently. 
(b) If the Company elects to exercise its options as stated in Paragraph 5(a) the Company shall have the right to select counsel of its choice (subject to the right of such 
Assured to object for reasonable cause) to represent the Assured and shall not be liable for and will not pay the fees of any other counsel, nor will the Company pay any 
fees, costs or expenses incurred by the an Assured in the defense of those causes of action which allege matters not covered by this Guarantee. 
(c) Whenever the Company shall have brought an action or interposed a defense as pennitted by the provisions of this Guarantee, the Company may pursue any litigation to 
final detennination bya court of competent jurisdiction and expressly reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to appeal from an adverse judgment or order. 
(d) In all cases where this guarantee permits the Company to prosecute or provide for the defense of any action or proceeding, an Assured shall secure to the Company the 
right to so prosecute or provide for the defense of any action or proceeding, and all appeals therein, and permit the Company to use, at its option, the name of such Assured 
for this purpose. Whenever requested by the Company, an Assured, at the Company's expense, shall give the Company all reasonable aid in any action or proceeding, 
securing evidence, obtaining witnesses, prosecuting or defending the action or lawful act which in the opinion of the Company may be necessary or desirable to establish 
the title to the estate or interest as stated herein. or to establish the lien rights of the Assured. If the Company is prejudiced by the failure of the Assured to furnish the 
required cooperation, the Company's obligations to the Assured under the Guarantee shall terminate. 
6. PROOF OF LOSS OR DAMAGE. 
In addition to and after the notices required under Section 3 of these Conditions and Stipulations have been provided to the Company, a proof of loss or damage signed and 
swom to by the Assured shall be furnished to the Company within ninety (90) days after the Assured shall ascertain the facts giving rise to the loss or damage. The proofofloss 
or damage shall describe the matters covered by this Guarantee which constitute the basis of loss or damage and shall state, to the extent possible, the basis of calculating the 
amount of the loss or damage. [I' the Company is prejudiced by the failure of the Assured to provide the required proof of loss or damage, the Company's obligation to such 
Assured under the Guarantee shall terminate. In addition. the Assured may reasonably be required to submit to examination under oath by any authorized representative of the 
Company and shall produce lor examination, inspection and copying, at such reasonable times and places as may be designated by any authorized representative of the 
Company, all records, books, ledgers, checks, correspondence and memoranda. whether bearing a date belore or after Date of Guarantee. which reasonably pertain to the loss or 
damage. Further, i I' requested by any authorized representative of the Company, the Assured shall grant its permission, in writing, for any authorized representative of the 
Company to examine. inspect and copy all records, books, ledgers, checks, correspondence and memoranda in the custody or control of a third party, which reasonably pertain to 
the loss or damage. All information designated as conlidential by the Assured provided to the Company pursuant to this Section shall not be disclosed to others unless, in the 
reasonable judgment of the Company, it is necessary in the administration of the claim. Failure of the Assured to submit for examination under oath, produce other reasonably 
requested information or grant pennission to secure reasonably necessary infonnation from third parties as required in the above paragraph, unless prohibited by law or 
governmental regulation. shall terminated any liability of the Company under this Guarantee to the Assured for that claim. 
7. OPTIONS TO PAYOR OTHERWISE SETTLE CLAIMS; TERMINATION OF LIABILITY. 
In case ofa claim under this Guarantee. the Company shall have the following additional options: 
(a) To Payor Tender Payment of the Amount of Liability or to Purchase the Indebtedness. 
The Company shall have the option to payor settle or compromise for or in the name of the Assured any claim which could result in loss to the Assured within the 
coverage of this Guarantee. or to pay the full amount of this Guarantee or, if this Guarantee is issued for the benefit of a holder of a mortgage or a lienholder, the Company shall 
have the option to purchase the indebtedness secured by said mortgage or said lien for the amount owing thereon, together with any costs, reasonable attorneys' fees and 
expenses incurred by the Assured claimant which were authorized by the Company up to the time of purchase. 
Such purchase, payment or tender of payment of the full amount of the Guarantee shall tenninate all liability of the Company hereunder. [n the event after notice of claim 
has been given to the Company by the Assured the Company.olfers to purchase said indebtedness. the owner of such indebtedness shall transfer and assign said indebtedness, 
together with any collateral security, to the Company upon payment of the purchase price. 000081
Upon the exercise by the Company of the opt Paragraph (a) of the Company's ObligA the Assured under this Guarantee for the claimed loss or 
damage, other than to make the payment required in terminate, including any obligation 'nnue the defense or prosecution of any litigation for which 
the Company has exercised its options under shall be surrendered to the Company for cancellation. 
(b) To Payor Otherwise Settle With Parties Other or With the Assured Claimant. 
To payor otherwise settle with other parties for or in the name of an Assured claimant any claim assured against under this Guarantee, together with any costs, attorneys' 
fees and expenses incurred by the Assured claimant which were authorized by the Company up to the time of payment and which the Company is obligated to pay. 
Upon the exercise by the Company of the option provided for in Paragraph (b) the Company's obligation to the Assured under this Guarantee for the claimed loss or 
damage, other than to make the payment required in that paragraph, shall terminate, including any obligation to continue the defense or prosecution of any litigation for which 
the Company has exercised its options under Paragraph 5. 
8, DETERMINATION AND EXTENT OF LIABILITY. 
This Guarantee is a contract of indemnity against actual monetary loss or damage sustained or incurred by the Assured claimant who has suffered loss or damage by reason 
of reliance upon the assurances set forth in this Guarantee and only to the extent herein described, and subject to the exclusions stated in Paragraph 2. 
The liability of the Company under this Guarantee to the Assured shall not exceed the least of' 
(a) the amount of liability stated in Schedule A; 
(b) the amount of the unpaid principal indebtedness secured by the mortgage of an Assured mortgagee, as limited or provided under Section 7 of these Conditions and 
Stipulations or as reduced under Section 10 of these Conditions and StipUlations, at the time the loss or damage assured against by this Guarantee occurs, together with 
interest thereon; or 
(c) the difference between the value of the estate or interest covered hereby as stated herein and the value of the estate or interest subject to any defect, lien or encumbrance 
assured against by this Guarantee. 
9. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. 
(a) If the Company establishes the title, or removes the alleged defect, lien or encumbrance, or cures any other matter assured against by this Guarantee in a reasonably 
diligent manner by any method, including litigation and the completion of any appeals therefrom, it shall have fulIy performed its obligations.with respect to that matter 
and shall not be liable for any loss or damage caused thereby. 
(b) In the event of any litigation by the Company or with the Company's consent, the Company shall have no liability for loss or damage until there has been a final 
determination by a court of competent jurisdiction, and disposition of all appeals therefrom, adverse to the title, as stated herein. 
(c) The Company shall not be liable for loss or damage to any Assured for liability voluntarily assumed by the Assured in settling any claim or suit without the prior written 
consent of the Company. 
10. REDUCTION OF LIABILITY OR TERMINATION OF LIABILITY. 
All payments under this Guarantee, except payments made for costs, attorneys' fees and expenses pursuant to Paragraph 5 shall reduce the amount of liability pro tanto. 
11. PAYMENT OF LOSS. 
(a) No payment shall be made without producing this Guarantee for endorsement of the payment unless the Guarantee has been lost or destroyed, in which case proof of loss 
or destruction shall be furnished to the satisfaction of the Company. 
(b) When liability and the extent of loss or damage has been definitely fixed in accordance with these Conditions and Stipulations, the loss or damage shaiI be payable within 
thirty (30) days thereafter. 
12. SUBROGATION UPON PAYMENT OR SETTLEMENT. 
Whenever the Company shall have settled and paid a claim under this Guarantee, ali right of subrogation shaiI vest in the Company unaffected by any act of the Assured 
claimant. 
The Company shall be subrogated to and be entitled to all rights and remedies which the Assured would have had against any person or property in respect to the claim had 
this Guarantee not been issued. If requested by the Company, the Assured shall transfer to the Company all rights and remedies against any person or property necessary in 
order to perfect this right of subrogation. The Assured shall permit the Company to sue, compromise or settle in the name of the Assured and to use the name of the Assured in 
any transaction or litigation involving these rights or remedies. 
If a payment on account of a claim does not fully cover the loss of the Assured the Company shali be subrogated to ali rights and remedies of the Assured after the Assured 
shall have recovered its principal, interest, and costs of collection. 
13. ARBITRATION. 
Unless prohibited by applicable law, either the Company or the Assured may demand arbitration pursuant to the Title Insurance Arbitration Rules of the American 
Arbitration Association. Arbitrable matters may include, but are not limited to, any controversy or claim between the Company and the Assured arising out of or relating to this 
Guarantee, any service of the Company in connection with its issuance or the breach of a Guarantee provision or other obligation. All arbitrable matters when the Amount of 
Liability is $ I ,000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the option of either the Company or the Assured. Ali arbitrable matters when the amount of liability is in excess of 
$ I .000,000 shali be arbitrated only when agreed to by both the Company and the Assured. The Rules in effect at Date of Guarantee shall be binding upon the parties. The 
"ward may include attorneys' fees only if the laws of the state in which the land is located permits a court to award attorneys' fees to a prevailing party. Judgment upon the award 
rendered by the Arbitrator(s) may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof. 
The law of the situs of the land shall apply to an arbitration under the Title Insurance Arbitration Rules. 
A copy of the Rules may be obtained from the Company upon request. 
14. LIABILITY LIMITED TO THIS GUARANTEE; GUARANTEE ENTIRE CONTRACT. 
(a) This Guarantee together with all endorsements, if any, attached hereto by the Company is the entire Guarantee and contract between the Assured and the Company. In 
interpreting any provision of this Guarantee, this Guarantee shall be construed as a whole. 
(b) Any claim of loss or damage, whether or not based on negligence, or any action asserting such claim, shaiI be restricted to this Guarantee. 
(c) No amendment of or endorsement to this Guarantee can be made except by a writing endorsed hereon or attached hereto signed by either the President, a Vice President, 
the Secretary, an Assistant Secretary, or validating officer or authorized signatory of the Company. 
15. NOTICES WHERE SENT. 
All notices required to be given the Company and any statement in writing required to be furnished the Company shall include the number of this policy and 
shall be addressed to: Consumer Affairs Department, P.O. Box 27567, Richmond, Virginia 23261·7567. 
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Form B 1112-2Z 
LITIGATION 
GUARANTEE 
Issued by 
Lawyers Title 
Insurance Corporation 
lawyers Title Insurance Corporation 
is a member of the landAmerica family of title insurance 
underwriters. 
~ ~ landAmerica 
.. lawyers Title 
landAmerica Financial Group,lnc. 
101 Gateway Centre Parkway 
Richmond, Virginia 23235-5153 
telephone, toll free: 800446-7086 
www.landam.com 
• 
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e Fidelity Notional Title 
-;;, , Insurance Company 
This Certificate is attached to and constitutes a part of Title insurance Policy No. 
387-2001030 of Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation, a Nebraska 
corporation. 
In consideration of the premium paid under this policy, it is hereby understood 
and agreed that Fidelity National Title Insurance Company, a Nebraska 
company, assumes all liability in excess of $1.00 (the 'Retained Liability") but not 
in excess of the Amount of Liability stated on Schedule A (the "Reinsured 
Liability"), and that in the event Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation shall fail to 
pay any valid claim in excess of the Retained Liability under this policy by reason 
of loss or damage insured against, then such loss as to the Reinsured Liability 
shall be assumed and paid by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company in the 
same manner and to the same extent as if such Reinsured Liability had been. 
insured by a policy of Fidelity National Title Insurance Company. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Fidelity National Title Insurance Company has caused 
this Certificate to be executed by its duly authorized officer. 
Fidelity Title Insurance Company 
By: 
~ J),....,(J U 
Title: Senior Vice President 
Date: November 26, 2008 
000084
• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• ORIGINAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. cv 2009-1 f1 
SUMMONS 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated Court within 20 days after service of this 
SUMMONS -1 
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• • 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the Court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded by the plaintiff in the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your 
written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
foreclosure. 
The nature of the claim against you is for money due and owing and mortgage 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may 
claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff's attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named Court. 
DATED this 4- day of January, 2009. 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
SUMMONS-2 
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• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• ORIGINAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAYINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
"PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) S.s. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
Case No. CY 2009-489 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE 
TIMOTHY J. STOYER, attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., by this 
instrument acknowledges receipt of a copy of the Summons in the above-entitled action, together 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE - 1 
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.. • • 
with a copy of the Complaint filed herein, and he accepts service of the same on behalf of these 
r'rcQ 
named defendant and acknowledges service on this <~-
STATE OF IDAHO 
5.5. 
County of Twin Falls 
,...- . 
b'orucul/ 
day of :009. 
// 
On this r-.iliru.Q,~ day of laHttttry, 2009, before me, the undersigned, a Notary 
Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared TIMOTHY J. STOVER, known or 
identified to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year in this certificate first above.,Written 
,. 
/ 
'" (i/ AR'U ~ 
siding at:  \ 1::J? 
y CommissIOn Expires: IO~d7-1l1 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE ~ 2 
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• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• OR' GJNAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2009-cJfl 
SUMMONS 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated Court within 20 days after service of this 
SUMMONS -1 
000089
• • 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the Court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded by the plaintiff in the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your 
written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
foreclosure. 
The nature of the claim against you is for money due and owing and mortgage 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may 
claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiffs attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named Court. 
DATED this ~ day of January, 2009. 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
SUMMONS -2 
000090
• 
------------------........ 
• ORIGINAL 
, .. , ,'," 
. ,'. ~ . ~, ... , l.~ -:. ; . J "', i 
, 1 • ,'" (* ,- l' 'f - (' 
__ ., .. ' I: ", .' __ ' 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
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By ______ . 
CLr'l~ :" 
IN THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF ID~_I:!Q _______ " __ ~i'--,;"-
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
Case Number: CV2009-489 
Plaintiff: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
vs. 
Defendant: 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., et. aI., 
Service Documents: 
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT WITH EXHIBITS 
Received by Aardvark Legal Support Service on the 30th day of January, 2009 at 5:30 pm to be served on Page 
Enterprises, Inc., clo Agent & President - Glen Page, 212 Churchill Drive, Burley, 1083318. 
I, BRIAN E. JENSEN, being duly sworn, depose and say that on the 5th day of February, 2009 at 5:55 pm, I: 
Served the within named corporation by delivering a true copy of the SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT WITH 
EXHIBITS to Glen Page as President of the within named corporation, in compliance with State Statutes. Service 
was completed at the address of: 212 Churchill Drive, Burley, 1083318, and informed said person of the 
contents therein, in compliance with state statutes. 
I certify that I am over the age of 18, a resident of the State of Idaho, not a party to the action or related to any of the parties in the above entitled action. 
BRIAN E. JENSEN ~ Subscribed and sworn to before me on this the 6tnlll Process Server 
day of February, 2009 by the Affiantlproce~~f.r J'IJIIII~ . 
w ~ s personally kno to me. • #,~~",.·"··.f.!f;:~~Aardvark Legal Support Service 
. . S ~., "'~':J'.O. Box 408 
§ :' l\ 0 TAli y ... ~rome, 10 83338 
Nota Public § f ~ ~08) 644-1444 
't1 ,/)1/1 "t:7>JJ1 I ~ \ PUSLIC ... ~ 
Residing at: Mil I ",II.:> \Q'));.... . ..... four Job Serial Number: 2009000203 
~ "")....L- . }..r\~)': ••••.••• ~y..C~ 
My Commission Expires~ J -04:JIS~IIIIIt,/~'~lm\\,,\\"\; Service Fee: __ _ 
Copyright © 1992-2006 Database Services, Inc. - Process Serve~s Toolbox VS.2f 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2009- 1f/ 
SUMMONS 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC. 
8Y-----·---.e 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated Court within 20 days after service of this 
SUMMONS -1 
000092
• • 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the Court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded by the plaintiff in the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your 
written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
foreclosure. 
The nature of the claim against you is for money due and owing and mortgage 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule lO(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may 
claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiffs attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named Court. 
DATED thiS~ day of January, 2009. 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
SUMMONS-2 
000093
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
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IN THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO.-"---~.-,--", 'li-r'c:-c,:-
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
Case Number: CV2009-489 
Plaintiff: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
vs. 
Defendant: 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., et. aI., 
Service Documents: 
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT WITH EXHIBITS 
Received by Aardvark Legal Support Service on the 30th day of January, 2009 at 5:30 pm to be served on Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., clo Agent & Secretary - Todd Page, 413 South 50 West, Burley, 1083318. 
I, BRIAN E. JENSEN, being duly sworn, depose and say that on the 5th day of February, 2009 at 5:37 pm, I: 
Served the within named corporation by delivering a true copy of the SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT WITH 
EXHIBITS to Jenna Page as Co-Owner of the within named corporation, in compliance with State Statutes. 
Service was completed at the address of: 413 South 50 West, Burley, 10 83318, and informed said person of the 
contents therein, in compliance with state statutes. 
I certify that I am over the age of 18, a resident of the State of Idaho, not a party to the action or related to any of the parties in the above entitled action. 
\\1\1111", BR . N E. JENSEN eo Subscribed and sworn to before me on th(~\lll~\~thJ ;/'II~ Process Server 
day of February, 2009 by the AffianVPr~~~t'\tl:!r •• !(./~ . ~ (f'-:' .~7.A_~ 
w is personally know 0 me. ,~"" 0 TA \~ ~Aardvark Legal Support Service ~ .. l\ II y'~ :P.O. Box 408 -J.L-b4..tf=..J.oC..!:J~=--.,4-.L...l.<loo:::.l~LLJ~ ~ ~ , • SJerome,ID 83338 
otary Public ~ \ P 1I B U C.. 's(208) 644-1444 
'fr 1f)}/1 l:::A " A %($));... "0 ~ 
Residing at: jUt/U!(U{LJ %.t/l'i·OF·io~~",~ Our Job Serial Number: 2009000204 
'1 c--- _ 1 jl"\/~111I11II1I1\\\\ 
My Commission ExpiresQ/ 'J ClGU Service Fee: 
---
Copyright © 1992-2006 Database Services, Inc, - Process Serve~s Toolbox VS.2f 
........... -------------------
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Kent D. Jensen 4424 
2042 Overland Ave. 
2 P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
• • 
-·L'·' .... J : _, T 
3 Telephone: 208-878-3366 
Fax: 208-878-3368 ORfGff'JAL -4 Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors J 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ase No.: CV 2009-489 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
12 successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
11 
l3 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
AND JOHN S. RITCHIE attorney for FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS: 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the Defendant, TITAN COMMERCIAL 
CONTRACTORS, INC, has retained Kent D. Jensen to represent it in the above matter and that 
19 the undersigned hereby appears for said Defendant in said cause. 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that all papers in said cause are to be served on the 
undersigned attorney ;1.~2 Overland Avenue, P.O. Box 276, Burley, Idaho 83318. 
Dated this . ~ day of March, 2009 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE- 1 
. ensen 4424 
rney for Defendant 
, 
000095
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2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
~~p/ 
I hereby certify that on the ~ day of March 2009, I served the foregoing Notice of 
Appearance to by depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed 
as follows: 
John S. Ritchie 
POBox 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Timothy Stover 
PO Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE- 2 
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• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
APPLICATION FOR DEFAULT OF 
DEFENDANT 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. 
COMES NOW the plaintiff in the above-entitled action and makes application of the 
Clerk of the District Court for the default of the defendant, Page Enterprises, Inc. 
APPLICATION FOR DEF AUL T OF DEFENDANT PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. _ 1 
000097
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A copy of the Summons and Complaint was served upon the defendant on the 5th 
day of February, 2009. The defendant is not an infant or incompetent person nor is the defendant 
in the military service of the United States of America. 
The defendant has failed to plead or otherwise defend as provided in the Idaho Rules 
of Civil Procedure. 
The undersigned attorney hereby certifies that the full name of the party against 
whom judgment is requested and the address most likely to give it notice of such default judgment 
is as follows: Page Enterprises, Inc., 212 Churchill Drive, Burley, Idaho 83318 . 
. /~ 
DATED this Y' day of March, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
//JbHN S. RITCHIE 
APPLICA nON FOR DEF AUL T OF DEFENDANT PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. - 2 
000098
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
,./A--
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _Y_'_ day of March, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. Mail at 
Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
f \'~ .~£i~ c)..L'-~~.t:-€;('~ 
1?9~ S. RITCHIE 
--' 
APPLICATION FOR DEFAULT OF DEFENDANT PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. _ 3 
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• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
ORIGINAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF INTENTION 
TO TAKE DEFAULT 
TO: DEFENDANT, TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC. and their attorney of 
record, Kent D. Jensen: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a default will be entered in favor of the plaintiff 
and against defendant, Titan Commercial Conractors, Inc., in this action unless a responsive 
pleading to the Complaint is filed on or before Friday, March 20,2009, at 5:00 p.m. 
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO TAKE DEFAULT - 1 000100
• • 
L 
DATED this y day of March, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
B 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
.. ~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the V day of March, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy ofthe foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. Mail at 
Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
(JoIjN S. RITCHIE 
i~ ..... ~ 
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO TAKE DEFAULT - 2 
000101
• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
ORIGINAL 
, , ) 
Dq I· , ) 
I i j (~. i t 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF INTENTION 
TO TAKE DEFAULT 
TO: DEFENDANT, RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. and their attorney of record, Timothy J. 
Stover: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a default will be entered in favor of the plaintiff 
and against defendant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc., in this action unless a responsive pleading to the 
Complaint is filed on or before Friday, March 20,2009, at 5:00 p.m. 
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO TAKE DEFAULT - I 
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DATED this 
,/:Z-
y:. day of March, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
// )OHN S. RITCHIE 
I ,.~",,~.,;! 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING y-/2-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _. '_ day of March, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy ofthe foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. Mail at 
Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
f/JQJIN S. RITCHIE 
.,0'-
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO TAKE DEFAULT - 2 000103
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
DEFAULT OF DEFENDANT 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. 
In this action, the above-named defendant, Page Enterprises, Inc., was duly and 
regularly served with process on February 5, 2009. Defendant has failed to appear within the time 
requested by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Therefore, the default of said defendant in the 
premises is hereby entered according to law. 
DEF AUL T OF DEFENDANT PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. - 1 
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DATED this ~ day of March, 2009 
Notice is hereby given by the Clerk of the a ove-entitled Court, pursuant to Rule 77( d) of 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, that the foregoing Judgement and Decree of Divorce was filed 
on the (2 day of March, 2009, and was served to the following parties on the ~ day 
of March, 2009. 
Plaintiff: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Defendants: 
Page Enterprises, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Hand Deliver 
---
U.S. Mail 
Court Folder 
(Twin Falls Only) 
U.S. Mail 
U.S. Mail ,/ 
Hand Deliver 
-----
U.S. Mail 
Court Folder v' 
(Twin Falls Only) 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
By i;,,,,~ 1& /;luna-. 
Deputy Cler 
DEFAULT OF DEFENDANT PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. - 2 
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6 
7 
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9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
Kent D. Jensen 4424 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Telephone: 208-878-3366 
Fax: 208-878-3368 
• 
Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors 01 [~\f {<'~, f " '\ L 
I U. ;',J (1 
• OISTRIC r COURT· 
I WIN FALLS CO .• IDAHO 
FILED 
2009 MAR' 0 AM 10: 07 
8Y ____ ~".........-
CLERK ~D£P/JTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
ase No.: CV 2009-489 
ANSWER 
Comes now the defendant's Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. and for its answer to the 
16 plaintiffs complaint states that follows: 
17 I. 
18 The defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraphs I, II, III, IV, V, XVII, 
19 XVIII, XIX, XX, and XXI. 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
II. 
That the defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs VI, VII, VIII, IX, X, 
XI, XII, XIII, XIV, XV, XVI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, XXVI, XXVII, XXVIII, XXIX, XXX, 
XXXI. 
That the defendant petitions this court to grant it attorney fees and costs pursuant to Idaho 
code §12 -- 120 and 12 -- 121. 
ANSWER-l 
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4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
• • 
WHEREFORE, the defendant prays that the court award the plaintiff nothing for its 
complaint and that ju~ent be entered in favor of the defendant. 
Dated thisCJ\11y of March, 2009 
e . Jensen 4424 
orney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the.tJl tOfMarch 2009, I served the foregoing Answer by 
depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 
John S. Ritchie 
POBox 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Timothy Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
ANSWER-2 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
GISIHler COURT 
':~;;.;i FALLS CO .• lDAHO 
FILED 
Z009 MAR r 8 PH 4: 20 
By ____ ---",.-
~ CLERK 
'. ~.G ___ DEPOTv 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) ANSWER 
) 
) Fee Category: 1.7. 
) Fee: $58.00 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------
Defendant, RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho corporation, by and through its 
undersigned counsel of record, answers Plaintiffs Complaint as follows: 
As to Count One - Loan #87002432 
1. Defendant denies all allegations contained in Count One of Plaintiff s Complaint 
unless specifically admitted herein. 
ANSWER-I 
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2. Defendant admits the first allegation contained in Paragraph XIII of Plaintiff s 
Complaint with regard to the Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien, but denies the allegation that 
Defendant Riedesel's interest is inferior to the interest of Plaintiff. 
3. Defendant denies paragraph XVI of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
4. Defendant is without knowledge to either admit or deny paragraphs I, II, III, IV, V, 
VI, VII, VIII, IX, X, XI, XII, XIV, and xv. 
As to Count Two - Loan #87002762 
5. Defendant denies all allegations contained in Count Two of Plaintiffs Complaint 
unless specifically admitted herein. 
6. Defendant admits the first allegation contained in Paragraph XXVIII of Plaintiff s 
Complaint with regard to the Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien, but denies the allegation that 
Defendant Riedesel's interest is inferior to the interest of Plaintiff. 
7. Defendant denies paragraph XXXI of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
8. Defendant is without knowledge to either admit or deny paragraphs XVII, XVIII, 
XIX, XX, XXI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, XXVI, XXVII, XXIX, and xxx. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Plaintiff s Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
2. Plaintiff has failed to mitigate its damages, if any. 
3. Plaintiff is estopped from bringing these claims. 
4. Plaintiffhas waived any and all claims. 
5. Plaintiff is barred by laches. 
6. Plaintiffs claims are barred because Defendant has, in good faith, performed all 
obligations required of it under and pursuant to common law. 
ANSWER-2 
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7. Plaintiffs damages, if any, are the result of Plaintiffs own conduct and/or the 
conduct of third parties, or circumstances over which Defendant has no control. 
8. As of the date of this answer, discovery is not complete and Defendant has not 
had an opportunity to ascertain in full, the nature and extent of Plaintiff s allegations. 
Subsequent discovery may disclose the existence of further and additional affirmative defenses, 
the right to assert, by amendment to this answer, Defendant expressly claims and reserves. 
PRA YER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for relief as follows: 
1. That Plaintiff s Complaint be dismissed with prejudice. 
2. That Defendant be awarded its reasonable attorneys fees and costs incurred herein 
by reason of having to defend the Complaint as filed. 
3. For costs of suit and attorney's fees. 
4. For such other and further relief as the court may deem just and proper in the 
premIses. 
DATED this day of March, 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & ST 
By: __ --,.L~"--________ _ 
Ti 
ANSWER-3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the \f= day of March, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
ANSWER-4 
Ti 
[ ] 
N 
[ ] 
[ ] 
ljj 
[ ] 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• ORIGINAL 
DiSfi(iCT cnUPT 
i ".' ;l~ f/l,lLS co .. !b,I\HO 
FIl.ED 
2009 MAR 26 PH 4: '8 
By _______ _ 
ClEHK 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT OF TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO: 
Plaintiff, FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS, by and through 
its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie ofthe firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, hereby advises 
the Court as follows: 
1. This is an action for collection for monies due, for foreclosure of two Mortgages, 
for determination oflien priority, and for costs and attorney's fees. 
REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING - 1 
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2. The case is at issue as to all parties. Discovery should be completed within 
sixty (60) days. 
3. Trial in this matter should not exceed one (1) day. 
4. A jury is not required. 
5. A pretrial conference is requested. 
6. The attorney for the plaintiff requests sixty (60) days notice prior to trial. 
7. The attorney for the plaintiff is unable to try this case on the following dates: 
April,2009; 
May, 2009; 
June, 2009. 
8. The attorneys trying this matter are as follows: 
John S. Ritchie 
Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson 
Attorneys at Law 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Attorneys for plaintiff 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Timothy J. Stover 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorneys for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING - 2 
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DATED this U-· day of March, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of March, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy of the foregoing REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING by causing a copy 
thereof to be deposited in the U.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first 
class postage prepaid, addressed to the following: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Timothy J. Stover 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
JoHN S. RITCHIE 
REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING - 3 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TIT AN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR 
) TRIAL SETTING 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
------------------~----------
COMES NOW the Defendant, RIESESEL ENGINEERING, INC., by and through its 
undersigned attorney, and responds to Plaintiffs Request for Trial Setting as follows: 
1. Defendant Riedesel agrees with items 1, 2, 3, 4, and 8 of Plaintiffs Request for Trial 
Setting. 
2. A pretrial conference is requested. 
3. Defendant requests at least 120 days notice of trial setting. 
4. Trial dates that Defendant Riedesel's counsel will not be available after June, 2009, are as 
follows: 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING - 1 000115
• 
August 10, 2009 
September 9, 14-25,2009 
November 12,2009. 
,'. s.t 
DATED this ~\ . day of March, 2009. 
• 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 31~ day of March, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR TRIAL SETTING - 2 
H 
[ ] 
M [ ] 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
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• • DISTRICT CO~T Rfth Judicial DIStrict County of Iwln ~alls . State orldaho 
'APR - 3 2009 
~ ______ -, __ ~q~;O~OA~M 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIST""RI~C..+T~OiHF=--_*rc ___ :--~cr.t_ I b8Putt Oie;r{ 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
Defendant(s). 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) ORDER FOR SCHEDULING 
) CONFERENCE AND ORDER 
) RE: MOTION PRACTICE 
) 
) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned case is scheduled for a 
scheduling conference to commence on May 11! 2009 at 10:00 am at the Twin 
Falls Judicial Courthouse, 427 Shoshone Street North, Twin Falls, Idaho. 
The purpose of the conference will be to enter a scheduling order regarding the 
deadlines contained in the attached schedule. All parties must appear at this time in 
person or by counsel. Counsel must be the handling attorney, or be fully familiar with 
the case and have authority to bind his/her client and law firm on all matters set forth in 
I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
In lieu of this scheduling conference, all parties may stipulate to deadlines and 
other information required in the enclosed Stipulation for Scheduling and Planning. 
This stipulation must be completed and signed by all parties, and filed with the court at 
least three (3) working days before the scheduling conference. The hearing will not 
be vacated until: 1) the attached stipulation is received by the court; and 2) counsel 
has contacted the court's clerk at the number set forth below to confirm that the hearing 
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is vacated. The foregoing notwithstanding, THE STIPULATION MAY NOT ALTER THE 
TIME REQUIREMENTS SPECIFIED IN THIS ORDER. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the following shall apply to motions filed in this 
case. 
1. SCHEDULING AND HEARINGS. The Court holds its regular civil law and 
motion calendar on alternating Mondays (or Wednesdays following holidays) 
commencing at 9:00 A.M. Scheduling conferences and miscellaneous matters shall be 
heard starting at 9:00 A.M. Motions shall be heard commencing at 10:00 A.M. Absent 
an order shortening time, all motion practice other than motions for summary judgment 
will be governed by LRC.P. 7. As a matter of courtesy, counsel are expected to 
contact the Court's Deputy Clerk, Dorothy McMullen (phone 208-736-4036) to schedule 
hearings and to confirm the availability of opposing counsel for proposed hearing dates. 
ANY MATTER REQUIRING TESTIMONY TOTALLING MORE THAN 30 MINUTES 
SHALL NOT BE SCHEDULED ON THE COURT'S REGULAR MOTION CALENDAR 
As an accommodation to out-of-town counsel and parties, hearings on any pretrial 
motion (except scheduling conferences, motions for summary judgment, motions in 
limine or hearings at which testimony is to be offered) may be conducted by telephone 
conference call pursuant to LRC.P. 7(b) (4). Unless ordered by the court, telephone 
conferences will be held ONLY if all counsel so stipulate and the court approves that 
stipulation. Counsel requesting a hearing by conference call will be responsible for 
arranging for placement of the call and the cost thereof. The telephone conference 
must be pre-arranged by the Wednesday preceding the date of the hearing. 
000118
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MOTIONS GENERALLY (applies to every motion). 
a. One additional copy marked or stamped "Judge's Copy" of any 
motion and opposing papers (including affidavits, and briefs) must be 
submitted to the judge's chambers when such documents are filed or 
lodged with the clerk of the court. If a party relies upon any case 
decided by an appellate court outside of Idaho, a copy of such case 
must be attached to the copy of the brief submitted to the judge's 
chambers. 
b. The amount of time each side will be allotted for oral argument on a 
motion will be set by the court. 
c. If a notice of hearing is not filed within fourteen (14) days after the 
motion is filed, the motion will be deemed withdrawn. 
2. MOTIONS TO COMPEL DISCOVERY. 
a. A motion to compel discovery must contain a certification as required 
by IRCP 37(a) (2) (that efforts were made to resolve the dispute before 
the motion was filed). 
The motion to compel must SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THAT PORTION 
OF THE DISCOVERY AT ISSUE and CONTAIN A STATEMENT OF 
REQUESTED RELIEF. 
b. Reasonable expenses incurred when successfully prosecuting or 
opposing a motion to compel discovery shall be awarded as provided 
in Rule 37(a)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
3. MOTIONS FOR FULL OR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT. 
a. The party moving for summary judgment shall prepare as separate 
documents: (a) a motion; (b) a legal memorandum containing a 
written statement of reasons and legal authority in support of the 
motion, and (c) a concise statement of the claimed undisputed 
material facts alleged by movant. Each statement of facts shall 
include a reference to the particular place in the record which supports 
the claimed fact. The legal memorandum shall ALSO include a 
statement, supported by authority, of the elements of any claim or 
defense relevant to the motion. 
b. The party opposing a motion for summary judgment shall prepare as 
separate documents: (a) a legal memorandum containing a written 
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statement of reasons in opposition to the motion, and (b) a concise 
statement of claimed genuine issues of material fact and/or which are 
material facts omitted from the moving party's statement of facts. 
Each statement of a fact shall include a reference to the particular 
place in the record which supports the factual dispute. The legal 
memorandum shall include a statement, supported by authority, of the 
elements of any claim or defense relevant to the motion. 
c. The schedule for serving briefs and affidavits shall be as set forth in 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(c). THESE TIME REQUIREMENTS 
SHALL BE STRICTLY COMLIED WITH. 
d. The hearing on a motion for summary judgment will be set AFTER the 
moving party has submitted the motion, legal memorandum and 
statement of facts. The hearing date can then be obtained from the 
judge's court clerk. 
DATED this ~ day of ~M.L 
Randy er 
District udge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned certifies that on the 3rd day of April, 2009, she caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE AND 
ORDER RE: MOTION PRACTICE to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Plaintiff's Counsel: 
John S. Ritchie 
Po Box 525 
Twin Falls 10 83303-0525 
Mailed,_---L...V" Courthouse Mailbox. __ 
Defendant's Counsel: 
Kent 0 Jensen 
PO Box 276 
Burley 1083318 
Mailed / Courthouse Mailbox. __ 
Timothy J Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls 1083303-5226 
Mailed __ /_ Courthouse Mailbox __ 
Faxed, __ 
Faxed __ 
Faxed __ 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) STIPULATION FOR 
) SCHEDULING AND PLANNING 
) 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. ) 
) 
Oefendant(s). 
The above parties hereby stipulate to the following scheduling deadlines: 
A. EXPERT WITNESSES 
(Plaintiff's experts) 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on which the 
witness is expected to testify. 
2. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required by 
Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
3. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of the 
plaintiff's initial expert witnesses. 
(Defendant's experts) 
4. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on 
which the witness is expected to testify. 
5. days before trial, defendant shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
6. days before trial, plaintiff shall complete any depositions of the 
defendant's expert witnesses. 
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(Plaintiff's rebuttal experts) 
7. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial to rebut new information or issues disclosed 
or raised by the defendant. 
8. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding the rebuttal expert 
witnesses. 
9. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of 
the plaintiff's rebuttal expert witnesses. 
B. LAY WITNESSES 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
2. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
3. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each lay witness 
(excluding impeachment witnesses) plaintiff intends to call at trial to rebut new 
information or issues disclosed or raised by the defendant. 
4. _____ days before trial, all parties shall complete any depositions of lay 
witnesses. 
C. DEADLINES FOR INITIATING DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial is the last day for serving interrogatories, 
requests for production, requests to permit entry upon land or other property, and 
requests for admission. 
2. _____ days before trial is the last day for filing motions for a physical or 
mental examination. 
D. DEADLINE FOR SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial, all parties must serve any supplemental 
response to discovery required by Rule 26(e) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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E. PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
1. _____ days before trial is the last day to file motions to add additional 
parties to the lawsuit. 
2. days before trial is the last day to file a motion to amend the 
claims between existing parties to the lawsuit, including to add a claim for punitive 
damages. 
3. All other non-dispositive pre-trial motions (including, but not 
limited to motions in limine) must be filed and heard not less than fourteen (14) days 
before trial. 
F. TRIAL SETTING 
1. This case can be set for a trial to commence on or after 
------
Note, that absent extremely compelling circumstances, no case will be set for 
trial more than 510 days from the date of filing the complaint. 
2. It is estimated that the trial will take ____ days. 
3. This case is to be tried as a: 
court trial 
----
___ --.Jiury trial 
4. Parties preference for trial dates: (Please confer and complete. Do not 
attach "unavailable dates"). 
(a) Week of Tuesday, ___________ , 20_. 
(b) Week of Tuesday, , 20_. 
(c) Week of Tuesday, , 20_. 
5. The parties will submit a pretrial conference memorandum pursuant to 
LR.C.P. 16(d), which shall be filed with the Clerk no later than seven (7) days before the 
pre-trial conference. The Memorandum may be filed as a joint submission or 
separately. 
G. MEDIATION 
1. The parties agree to mediation: Yes No 
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_____ _ 
____ 
Jiur
___
• • 
2. If yes: 
a. The parties agree to submit to mediation with a mediator mutually 
agreed upon. 
b. Mediation shall begin _____ days prior to trial. 
c. Unless otherwise agreed in writing between the parties, the cost of 
mediation shall be equally divided between the parties. 
The parties reserve the right to amend this stipulation by agreement of all 
parties, subject to Court approval; each party reserves the right to seek 
amendment hereof by Court order, and to request further status conferences for 
such purpose, in accordance with I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
Appearances: 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Defendant(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Other Parties: 
Date: 
000125
C~ 
(.~::) 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) COUNTERCLAIM and CROSS-
) CLAIM and THIRD PARTY 
) COMPLAINT 
) 
) Fee Category: J5- JiP 
) Fee: $28.00 
) 
___________ D_eD_e_n_da_n_ts_. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
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vs. 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
-RI-E-D-E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN-E-E-RIN-G-, IN-C-.,-a-n-Id-ah-o--:) 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COUNTERCLAIM I CROSS-CLAIMITHIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
Counterclaimant/Cross-Claimant, RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation ("Riedesel"), by and through its undersigned hereby allege and complain against 
Counterdefendant, FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS ("First Federal") 
and Cross-Defendants, PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN COMMERCIAL 
CONTRACTORS, INC., as successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC as follows 
(collectively "Cross-Defendants") and Third Party Defendants, DALLAS PAGE, individually 
and as Managing Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE DOES I-
X and XYZ CORPORATIONS I-XV, ("Third Party Defendants") as follows: 
PARTIES 
1. Riedesel is and at all relevant times herein was, an Idaho corporation authorized 
to and doing business in the state of Idaho. 
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I - -E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN -E-RIN--G ,-IN-C-.,-an-Id- -- -:
2. Page Enterprises, Inc. is an Idaho Corporation which has merged into Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., an Idaho corporation authorized to do business in the state of 
Idaho (Collectively "Titan"). 
3. Dallas Page is an individual residing in the state of Oregon and is the managing 
member of Anasazi Construction, L.L.C. (collectively "Anasazi") an Oregon limited liability 
company authorized to do business in the state of Idaho. 
4. Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. is the owner of certain real property and 
improvements in Twin Falls County, Idaho (the "Property"), which is more particularly 
described as follows: 
See Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. 
More Commonly referred to as Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
5. First Federal may claim an interest in all or some ofthe Property as Mortgagee of 
a Mortgage dated September 12, 2007, and recorded on September 13, 2007, as Instrument 
No.2007-022873, in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
6. The true names and capacities of John and Jane Does I-X and Corporations XYZ 
are individuals, corporations, partnerships, limited liability companies, or other business 
organizations whose true names and identities are unknown to plaintiff, but who are or may have 
an interest in this matter. These parties are joined as third party defendants under the fictitious 
names indicated pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 1 O(a)( 4), and at such time as their true 
names, identities and involvement are discovered by third party plaintiff, leave will be sought to 
amend this complaint to allege their true names, identities and involvement. 
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GENERAL FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
7. It is believed Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. is the reported owner of the real 
property located in Twin Falls County, Idaho, "Property," and more particularly described 
hereinabove at paragraph 4. 
8. Riedesel, who is otherwise unsecured in whole or in part, at the request of 
Anasazi and Titan provided engineering services and/or supplied materials and labor used in the 
development of the Property. 
9. The reasonable value of the engmeermg servIces and/or materials and labor 
provided is the principal sum of $48,549.58 for which Riedesel has not been paid. The sum of 
$48,549.58 remains due and owing and interest is accruing thereon until the date of judgment. 
10. Riedesel last furnished engineering services and/or materials and labor used in 
the development of the Property on or about August 30, 2008. 
11. On October 27, 2008, less than 90 days after Riedesel last supplied engineering 
services to the Property, Riedesel filed a Claim of Lien against the Property as Instrument 
Number 2008-023351, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and is 
incorporated herein as if stated in full. 
12. In accordance with Idaho Code § 45-507, a true and correct copy of the claim of 
lien against the Property was served on the owner or reputed owner of the same by duly mailing 
a copy thereofto the owner or reputed owner at the address last known to Riedesel. 
13. Anasazi and Titan contracted with Riedesel and had an open account with 
Riedesel in the state of Idaho for the engineering services and/or material provided by Riedesel 
at the request and direction of Anasazi and Titan. 
COUNTERCLAIM and CROSS-CLAIM and THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT - 4 
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14. Notwithstanding the supply of the requested engineering services and/or materials 
and labor used in the development of the Property and the claim of lien, which stated the amount 
due and owing to Riedesel, defendants have failed, neglected and refused to pay, and continue to 
fail, neglect and refuse to pay the amounts due and owing to Riedesel. 
COUNTI-FORECLOSURE 
15. Riedesel realleges and hereby incorporates paragraphs 1 through 14 above, as if 
fully set forth herein. 
16. To the extent that Counter-defendants, Cross-claimants and/or Third Party 
Defendants claim some right, title or interest in and to the Property and/or improvements 
described above, Riedesel alleges said interests are junior and subservient to the interest held by 
Riedesel and should be foreclosed. 
17. Riedesel is entitled to judgment in the amount of the lien plus accrued interest, 
costs and attorney fees. The Property should be foreclosed upon and sold pursuant to the laws of 
the State ofIdaho; the proceeds to be applied toward the judgment entered in this case. 
COUNT II - UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
(Against Titan) 
18. Riedesel realleges and hereby incorporates paragraphs 1 through 17 above, as if 
fully set forth herein. 
19. As a direct and proximate result of the engineering services, labor and materials 
for which Riedesel provided, in order to develop the Property, the Titan has received a benefit to 
which it is not entitled. It would be inequitable for Titan to retain said benefit without 
compensating Riedesel. 
20. Titan has been unjustly enriched in the amount of $48,549.58, which amount plus 
attorney fees, costs and interest allowed by law, should be awarded to Riedesel. 
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COUNT III - BREACH OF CONTRACT 
(Against Titan/ Anasazi) 
21. Riedesel realleges and hereby incorporates paragraphs 1 through 20 above, as if 
fully set forth herein. 
22. Titan/Anasazi's refusal to pay Riedesel for the engineering services, labor and 
materials incurred by Riedesel in its work on the Property constitutes material breach of contract. 
TitanlAnasazi's material breach of contract has directly and proximately caused Riedesel to 
suffer damages in the amount of$48,549.58 plus attorney fees, costs and interest allowed by law. 
REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY FEES 
23. As a result of the foregoing, Riedesel has had to retain the law firm WORST, 
FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC to pursue its remedies to foreclose its claim of lien and for breach 
of contract, and, in accordance with the Idaho Code, including but not limited to, §§ 45-513, 12-
120 and 12-121, and Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54, Riedesel is entitled to recover reasonable 
attorney fees and costs of this action. 
WHEREFORE, Riedesel prays and demands judgment against CounterdefendantlCross-
defendants/Third Party Defendants as follows: 
1. That Riedesel have and recover judgment for the amount of $48,549.58, together 
with accrued pre-judgment interest, for the sums expended as a direct and proximate result of 
this action, for reasonable attorney fees and for costs and disbursements incurred herein; and for 
interest upon the judgment from the date of judgment until fully paid; 
2. For an order declaring the rank and class of all liens which may be recorded in 
accordance with Idaho Code § 45-512; 
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3. For a decree of foreclosure of the lien of Riedesel upon the Property which 
further directs that the proceeds of such sale be applied in the manner and order provided by 
statute toward the payment of all amounts found due to Riedesel by virtue of the claims of lien, 
together with costs and expenses reasonably incurred by Riedesel; 
4. That the usual decree of foreclosure be made for the sale of all the real and 
personal property described in the Claim of Lien of which Riedesel is the holder, according to 
the law and practice of this Court, and that the real and personal property be sold in one parcel by 
the Sheriff of Twin Falls County, State of Idaho; that the proceeds of sale of said real and 
personal property be applied to all payments due Riedesel; that the remaining parties named as 
defendants, and each of them, and all persons claiming under them, or any of them, either as 
purchasers, encumbrances, or otherwise, be forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title, 
interest, claim or equity of redemption of said Property, or any part thereof, including the 
personal property and improvements thereon. 
5. The remaining defendants be forever barred and foreclosed of all right, title, 
claim and/or equity or right of redemption in said premises and every party thereof; 
6. Riedesel or any ofthe defendants may become the purchaser of the sale of the 
Property and that the purchaser or purchasers thereof may be led into immediate possession of 
said premises upon production of a sheriff s deed or certificate of sale; and 
7. For such other and further release as the Court deems just and proper. 
DATED this l Q't:: day of April, 2009. 
. .L.C. 
COUNTERCLAIM and CROSS-CLAIM and THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT-7 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the LQ"= day of April, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
[] Hand Delivery 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[] Overnight Courier 
[] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
[] Hand Delivery 
[~ U.S. Mail 
[] Overnight Courier 
[] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNOEJ~SICNED f\RE THE OWNERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SE1/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MOI~E PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION UNE, THENCE NOFHH 00'05'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FE-n ALONG THE NOFFH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U,S. HIGHWAY :30 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00'1.1 '41" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE 01:- 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WEST. A DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT 'ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE 1 /4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677,50 FEET ALONG 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SEl /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE.SOUTH 89'40'28" EASr;A D[S)TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORlH BOUNDARY OF THE S[1/4·, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378,11 F:EET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE .OF 602.98 FEET: 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11'40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE or 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY .30 TO THE REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING, CONTAINING 63,56 ACRES MORE OR LESS, 
.. 
• EXHIBIT 
--~-- - --- -------- - - - -- --- _ .. -- -.-- - - -----.--- -_._. -."--_. __ ..... _- -_ ... _ .. " .... ----_ ... it A 
_ ... _-_. __ ._---_._----_._--... _---
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(Recording Information above this line) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually; ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., an Oregon Limited ) 
Liability Company; and TITAN COMMERCIAL ) 
CONTRACTORS, INC., an Idaho Corporation, ) 
) 
Contractors, ) 
) 
TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., ) 
an Idaho Corporation, ) 
) 
Owner and Defendant. ) 
) 
--------------------------------) 
TWIN FALLS COfTNTY 
Recorded for' 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STO\'ER 
4:11:55 Pill 1O-27-200H 
2008-02335 ] 
;lio. Pn~l's: 4 Fl'l': $ 12,011 
KRJSTJ~.\ C;J,.\SC'OCk' 
('ount~· ('Jerk 
n('put~·: RIJITF 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR 
AND MATERIALMEN'S LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the undersigned Claimant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
claims a labor and materialman's lien pursuant to Title 45, Chapter 5, Idaho Code, upon that certain 
real property, including buildings, fixtures, foundation and improvements situated thereon, and 
appurtenances thereto, located in Twin Falls County, Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
See Exhibit "A" attached hereto an incorporated herein by this reference. 
More Commonly referred to as Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
The name of the owner or reputed owner of the real property described in Exhibit "A" is 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., the services were ordered by Dallas Page and/or Anasazi 
Construction, LLC and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
The lien claimed is to secure payment for engineering services provided, materials furnished 
and labor provided by Claimant at the request of the Contractors and OwnerlDefendant including, 
but not necessarily limited to, project formulation, deVelopment reports, TIS Design, Construction, 
Pump Station Design, SWPPP, Final Plat, Easement work. The contract for the furnishing of such 
engineering services, materials and labor has been fully and faithfully perfonned by the Claimant 
who completed the same on or about August 30, 2008. The period of ninety (90) days has not 
elapsed since the claimant ceased to furnish engineering services, materials and labor for 
completion of the contract. 
... 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR AND MATERIALMAN'S LIEN - 1 
iii ~BIT. I~ 
f 
' 
,I 
I 
i' 
I 
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The total amount of claimant's demand for engineering services, materials and labor 
furnished after deducting all just credits and offsets is the sum of $48,549.58, due and owing, 
together with interest thereon at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum, pursuant to Idaho Code 
~ 28-22-104, for which amount claimant claims a lien upon the above-described premises, together 
with buildings, fixtures and other improvements located thereon. 
In addition, claimant has paid the additional sum of $350.00 to its attorneys for the 
preparation of this Notice of Claim and $12.00 for the recordation of this Notice of Claim, for which 
additional claim is made, together with all reasonable attorney fees and costs incurred to foreclose 
upon or enforce the lien claimed herein as provided in Idaho Code § 45-513. 
Claimant further certifies that Claimant caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Notice of Claim to be mailed to the contractors and owner or reputed owner of the real property 
described above as follows: 
Contractors: 
Owner: 
Dallas Page 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Anasazi Construction, LLC 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
by Certified Mail within five (5) business days after its tiling as required by Idaho Code § 45-507. 
DA TED this~ day of October, 2008. 
"Claimant" 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
BY:~A1IJ 
Aaron L. Wert, Secretary-Treasurer 
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• i ' .. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
I, AARON L. WERT, being first duly sworn, depose and say: 
That I am the Secretary-Treasurer of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., that I have read the within 
and foregoing Claim of Lien, know the contents thereof, and state that the same is true of my 
knowledge, and I believe the same to be just, and that it contains, among other things, a correct 
statement of Claimant's demands, together with the name of the owner or reputed owner of the land 
upon which said professional services were performed, the name of the person by whom Claimant 
was employed, and to whom such services were furnished, and for whom such services were 
rendered and performed, and a description of the properties to be charged with the lien, sufficient 
for their identification. 
~LuJuL 
AARON L. WERT 
STA TE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
On thi0:{~ day of October, 2008, before me, a Notary Public for the State of [daho, 
personally appeared AARON L. WERT, known or identified to me, to be the Secretary-Treasurer of 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., and the person who executed the instrument on behalf of said 
corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day 
and year in this celtificate first above written. 
(!jlltjsiriedesel!titan-hillsburo/ ... ) 
NOTICE OF CLAilVI OF LABOR AND MATERIALMAN'S LIEN - 3 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNO[F~SIGNEO f\RE THE OWi\JERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE or: THE FOI_LOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SEl/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIB[D AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 fTET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION LINE, THENCE NOI~TH 00'05'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY or U.S. HIGHWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG THE NOI~TH 
RIGHTS m- WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30 TO THE REAL POINT OF B[GINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00'1.1 '41" WEST A DISTANCE Of~ 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE Ol~ 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WESTA DISTANCE OF 542.32 rEET TO A 
POINT ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE 1 /4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
THE: WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4·, SECTION 17; 
THENCE. SOUTH 89'40'28" EAST:A D~TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4·, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 ~EET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE .OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11'40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE or 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY ,30 TO THE REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63.56 ACRES MORE OR LESS. 
EXHIBIT 
I A 
.- --- - - - ---------- - - ----- - - --_.-.- --- ------ -- ----------.-- - - -_ ... _- ----
... - .. -.----.-.. -.-.... -.---.-~----, 
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• 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
• OR\G\NAL 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
j 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterdaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 1 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS 
I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
• 
COMES NOW the Plaintiff and Counterdefendant, FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS 
BANK OF TWIN FALLS, by and through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of 
Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, and replies to the Counterclaim of defendant and counterclaimant 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc., as follows: 
1. The counterdefendant denies each and every allegation contained in the 
Counterclaim except as specifically admitted herein. 
2. The counterdefendant admits paragraphs 1 and 2. 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 2 
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3. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 3. 
4. The counterdefendant admits paragraph 4. 
5. The counterdefendant admits paragraph 5 with the qualification that it also 
claims an interest in all or some of the Property as Mortgagee of a Mortgage dated July 24, 2006, 
and recorded July 24,2006, as Instrument No. 2006-018004, in the records of Twin Falls County, 
Idaho. 
6. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 6. 
7. The counterdefendant admits paragraph 7. 
8. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraphs 8, 9 and 10. 
9. The counterdefendant admits Riedesel filed a Claim of Lien against the property 
as Instrument No. 2008-023351, a true and correct copy of which is attached to the Counterclaim as 
Exhibit B, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 
remaining allegations in paragraph 11. 
10. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraphs 12, 13 and 14. 
11. The counterdefendant realleges its reply to paragraphs 1 through 14 in reply to 
paragraph 15. 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 3 
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12. The counterdefendant denies that its claim of right, title and interest in the 
property and/or improvements described in the Counterclaim are junior and subservient to the 
interest held by Riedesel and should be foreclosed, and is without knowledge or information 
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 16. 
13. The counterdefendant denies that the proceeds of sale should be applied toward 
any judgment awarded to Riedesel and is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 17. 
14. The counterdefendant realleges its reply to paragraphs 1 through 17 in reply to 
paragraph 18. 
15. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraphs 19 and 20. 
16. The counterdefendant realleges its reply to paragraphs 1 through 20 in reply to 
paragraph 21. 
17. The counterdefendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 
belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 22. 
18. The counterdefendant denies paragraph 23 as it relates to the counterdefendant. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The two mortgage liens of the counterdefendant are prior in time and superior to the 
lien claimed by the counterclaimant. 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 4 
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SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
By executing a Lien Waiver on September 13,2007, in consideration of the payment 
of $84,963.11, the counterdefendant has waived and released its right to assert a lien priority date 
prior to September 13,2007. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
By executing a Lien Waiver on September 13,2007, in consideration of the payment 
of $84,963 .11 the counterclaimant is estopped from claiming a lien priority date prior to September 
13,2007. 
REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES 
The counterdefendant is entitled to recover its costs and reasonable attorney's fees 
from the counterclaimant pursuant to Idaho Code §45-513, §I2-120 and §I2-121. 
WHEREFORE, the counterdefendant prays that the Court determine that the two 
mortgage liens of the counterdefendant are prior in time and superior to the lien of the 
counterclaimant; that the counterclaimant be granted no relief as against the counterdefendant; and 
that the counterdefendant be awarded its costs and reasonable attorney's fees. 
DATED this ,yr,.c~ay of April, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM - 5 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
J'~~ I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of April, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy of the foregoing REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM by causing a copy thereof 
to be deposited in the U.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class 
postage prepaid, addressed to the following: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Timothy J. Stover 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1716 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-1716 
Attorney for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
~L/-- (~/<:;/"' .. / r;;cL.i~ ..::c~-<-R-.. J T S. RITCHIE 
,-,.,// 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
DI~COURT 
FIfIh JucIciaI 0i&IriCt 
County of TwIn Falls - State of IdahO 
O()9.lt f/l~) 
TWIN ALLS COUNTY 
By __ "'£'--;r-r ___ -C;;lecorded for: 
::~_~~~~:i=~fZ(;ER\LO & STOVER 04-06-20(10) 
2009-007457 
No. Pages: 4 Fet': $ 12.1111 
KRISTINA (;J,,\SCOCK 
County C)('I·k 
Ot'put~·: RJlITF 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) LIS PENDENS 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D __ eD_e_nd_a_n_ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
~~--~~~------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
LIS PENDENS - 1 
) 
) 
000145
.. 
• 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
___________ C_r_os_s_-D_e_£_en_d_a_n_ts_. _____________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third Party Defendants. ) 
----------------~------------------
• 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that an action has been commenced on the 6th day of April, 
2009, in the above-entitled District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and 
for the County of Twin Falls, by the Cross-ClaimantfThird Party Plaintiff, Riedesel Engineering, 
Inc., against the above-named Defendants which said action is brought for foreclosure of a 
mechanic's lien upon and against the land, premises and property in the County of Twin Falls, State 
of Idaho, described as follows: 
See Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. 
DATED this LQ-\"- day of April, 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOV,~o....,--&,-""""""~ 
By ____ ~~----------------------
. othy J. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
US PENDENS - 2 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
On this 1..£-t= day of April, 2009, before me, a Notary Public in and for said County and 
State, personally appeared Timothy J. Stover, known or identified to me to be the individual whose 
name is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 
. :-\ l 
The undersigned certifies that on the lJl - day of April, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
uS PENDENS - 3 
[ ] rx] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
!~ 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
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THIS IS TO CERTlrY THAT THE UNDEI~SIGNED ARE THE OW~jERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE· OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE OF THE rOI_LOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SET /4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN F/\LLS COUNTY, IDAHO MOI~E rJARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39' 17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION LINE, THENCE NOI~TH 00'05'28"W A DISrANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINTO~I THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY or U.S. HIGI-IWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617,81 FEET ALONG THE NOI~TH 
RIGHTS Of-- WAY OF U,S, HIGHWAY JO TO THEREAt POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00'11 '41 II WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562,71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WEST..A DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT 'ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANcE OF 1677,50 FEET ALONG 
TH[ WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4-, SECTION 17; 
THENCE. SOUTH 89'40'28" EASr:A DlflTANCE OF 1316_75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORT,H BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4-, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378,11 F:EET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE S[1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE .OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11 '40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U_S, HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE m- 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S, HICHWAY 30 TO THE REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63,56 ACRES MORE OR LESS, 
EXHIBIT 
I A 
_." ---_._- -----"-.. - .. - .. --.~---.., 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C . 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN . ) 
FALLS, ) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) SUMMONS 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, ) 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimant, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
SUMMONS-l 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
~~~ _____ C_r_os_s_-D __ eD_e_nd_an _ ts_. _____________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third Party Defendants. ) 
----------------~----------------
• 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: DALLAS PAGE, individually and a Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONTRUCTION, LLC: 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond, the Court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded by the Plaintiff in the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the advice or 
representation of an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your written 
response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 1 O( a) (1 ) and other Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
SUMMONS-2 
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1. The title and number of the case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to Plaintiffs attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the Clerk of 
the above-named court. 
DATED this ~ day oJ/-\-lf....,"I.A~...cL'---__ , 2009. 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
SUMMONS-3 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
nv u ~ ~ ___ ~_."_ri ____ ._ ... _ ._. _ri __ " __ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
P AGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE - 1 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--~----~--------------~----RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
Service of the Summons; Counterclaim and Crossclaim and Third Party Complaint; and 
Lis Pendens issued and filed in the above-entitled case is hereby acknowledged by a receipt of 
4:r 
copies thereof this IT day of April, 2009. The undersigned, as Registered Agent for 
ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, a Defendant in the above-entitled action, hereby accepts 
service on behalf of Defendant Dallas Page, individually and as Managing Member of Anasazi 
Construction, LLC. 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE-2 
Oik-
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
153 E. Main St. 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome,ID 83338-0168 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
.- ' 
'_ ..... ',I 
"','" t: r •.. _._._ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, Case No. CV -2009-489 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
:, , 
"{_ l_ " ! • 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls, by and through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & 
Robertson, has filed herein a Motion for Summary Judgment. 
Hearing has been set upon said Motion for Monday, June 22, 2009, at 10:00 
a.m. at the Courtroom of the Twin Falls County Courthouse located at Twin Falls, Idaho. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
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DATED this 2 7 day of April, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2,7~of April, 2009, I caused to be served 
a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. 
Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to 
the following: 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 3 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
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JOHN S, RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
p, O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
ORIGINAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
COMES NOW the plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, by and 
through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, and 
hereby moves the Court pursuant to Rule 56 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure for the entry 
of summary judgment upon the Complaint in favor of the plaintiff and against the defendants by 
and for the reason that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and the moving party is 
entitled to a Judgment as a matter of law. 
The Default of defendant Page Enterprises, Inc., has been entered. 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 
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Defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., has filed an Answer and its rights 
can be adjudicated on summary judgment. 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., has filed an Answer and its rights can be 
adjudicated on summary judgment. 
This Motion is based upon the files and records contained herein and the Affidavit 
of Jason Meyerhoeffer in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment submitted herewith. Oral 
argument is requested. 
-;h-
DATED this ;J /1 day of April, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
A-
I hereby certify that on the 27 day of April, 2009, I served the foregoing 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by causing to be deposited a copy thereof in the post 
office at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 4 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AFFIDAVIT OF 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
AFFIDAVIT OF JASON MEYERHOEFFER IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT-I 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS 
I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
• 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
1. That he is a Vice President for First Federal Savings Bank. 
2. That he has reviewed the Complaint filed in this action on January 26,2009. 
AFFIDAVIT OF JASON MEYERHOEFFER IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT-2 
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3. That the plaintiff s claim against the defendants IS for a sum which by 
computation can be made certain. 
4. That the plaintiff is the holder of two Promissory Notes executed by defendant 
Page Enterprises, Inc., now merged into defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. That the 
plaintiff is the Mortgagee of two Mortgages executed by defendant Page Enterprises, Inc., now 
merged into defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
5. That there is presently due and owing to the plaintiff from defendant Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., as of April 20, 2009, the following amounts: 
A. Loan No. 87002432 - $765,759.44 with interest accruing at the rate of 
$235.0735 per day. 
B. Loan No. 87002762 - $360,958.93 with interest accruing at the rate of 
$110.7831 per day. 
6. That said indebtedness is secured by two Mortgages on the following 
described real property, appurtenances, and fixtures: 
REAL PROPERTY: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: WY2SEY4 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SWY4SEY4 more 
particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the SWY4SEY4; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SWY4SEY4 for a distance of265 
feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
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THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 220 feet; 
THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side of the center line 
of U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey as shown on the 
plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways of the 
State of Idaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast comer of the SW'i4SE'i4; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 
feet, more or less, to the Southwest comer of the SW'i4SE'i4; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SW'i4SE'i4 a distance of 50.0 feet, 
more or less, to a point in a line parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the 
center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to a 
point opposite Station 238+00 of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0°14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 
feet Northerly from the center line of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or less, 
to a point in the East line of said SW'i4SE'i4; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SW'i4SE'i4 
being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the 
SW'i4SE'i4 of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway 
Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of 
the SW'i4SE'i4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
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POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West 
boundary of the following described parcel: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SWV4SEV4 being more particularly described as 
follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary ofSWV4SEV4 
of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project 
F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary of 
the SWV4SEV4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(14); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel ofland located in a portion of the 
SWV4SEV4 of Section 17 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the 
SWV4SEV4 of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265.00 feet along the East boundary of said 
SWV4SEV4; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of 
Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
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WATER RIGHTS: 
IDWR Permit #47-17482 for 1.114 cfs 
Twin Falls Canal Company Certificate No. 38413 for 63.56 shares. 
7. That real property taxes in the amount of$938.12 for the year 2008 are a lien 
against the real property, which sum, together will all accruing interest and penalties is collectible 
by the plaintiff from the defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., pursuant to the terms of 
the Mortgages. 
8. That the plaintiff has agreed to pay its attorney a reasonable fee for prosecuting 
this action, which amount is collectible by the plaintiff from defendant Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc., pursuant to the terms of the Promissory Notes and Mortgages. The prayer for 
relief in the Complaint requested $10,000.00 in attorney's fees in the event of default, or as set by 
the Court. A Memorandum of Costs and Attorney's Fees substantiating all attorney's fees and 
costs will be submitted to the Court. 
9. That the aforesaid amounts due to the plaintiff from defendant Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., are a first priority encumbrance upon the above-described real 
property, appurtenances and fixtures. 
10. That funds from Loan #87002762 were disbursed as follows: 
$99,649.08 on September 13,2007 
$90,710.87 on September 24,2007 
$99,144.86 on March 20,2008 
$31,620.00 on March 28,2008 
$15,860.10 on July 30,2008 
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11. That of the funds disbursed from Loan #87002762 the billings of defendant 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc., were paid as follows: 
$84,963.11 on September 13, 2007 
$6,461.49 on September 24, 2007 
$51,277.86 on March 20,2008 
$2,382.50 on July 30, 2008 
12. That those funds were paid to bring the obligation to defendant Riedesel 
Engineering, inc., current and he believed they were paid current through July 30, 2008, the date of 
the last advance on Loan #87002762. 
13. The Summary Judgment should be entered against the defendant Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., in the following amounts: 
a. $765,759.44 due as of April 20, 2009, on Loan No. 87002432 with 
interest accruing at the rate of $235.0735 per day thereafter. 
b. $360,958.93 due as of April 20, 2009, on Loan No. 87002762 with 
interest accruing at the rate of $110.7831 per day thereafter. 
c. 2008 Real property taxes in the amount of $938.12, together with all 
accruing interest and penalties. 
d. Attorney's fees and costs in an amount to be awarded by the Court. 
14. That Summary Judgment should be entered against all defendants 
determining that the amounts due to the plaintiff from defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, 
Inc., are a valid first mortgage and lien upon the above described real property, appurtenances and 
fixtures. 
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DATED this 2711- day of April, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Twin Falls 
) 
) ss. 
) 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
That he is a Vice President for First Federal Savings Bank, the servicing agent for 
the plaintiff, in the above-entitled action; that he has read the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF JASON 
MEYERHOEFFER IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, knows the 
contents thereof, and believes the statements contained therein are true to the best of his 
knowledge. 
\ Jf\SONME 
\J ~-
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 2 -; day o-f April, 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
- oJ/-' 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _t:._' _ day of April, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the u.s. Mail 
at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
S. RITCHIE 
,I 
\ 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
ORlGINAL 
- f, ;: r 
, ..: , ~ 
~~,/ 
\~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
I. INTRODUCTION 
• 
Plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and 
through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, has 
filed a Motion for Summary Judgment as against defendants Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
("Titan") and Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"). The Default of defendant Page 
Enterprises, Inc. ("Page") has been entered. Page has merged into Titan and has deeded the real 
property being foreclosed upon to Titan. No relief is being sought against Page separate from 
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the relief being sought against Titan. 
First Federal is seeking a money judgment on two Promissory Notes against Titan 
and foreclosure ofthe two Mortgages of the real property securing the Promissory Notes. 
First Federal is seeking a determination by the Court that its two Mortgages are 
prior in time to and entitled to priority as against the Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien 
filed by Riedesel. 
II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS REGARDING TITAN 
Titan has admitted that Page executed the two Promissory Notes (Exhibits 1 and 6 
to the Complaint); that Page executed the two Mortgages (Exhibits 2 and 7 to the Complaint); 
that Page merged into Titan; that Page deeded the real property described in the two Mortgages 
and the Complaint to Titan; and that First Federal has the first and second priority mortgage liens 
in and to the real property described in the two Mortgages and the Complaint. 
Titan has denied all other allegations in the Complaint. 
The Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer establishes that Titan is in default on the two 
Promissory Notes and that as of April 20, 2009, the following amounts are due and owing: 
Loan #87002432 - $765,759.44 plus accruing interest 
Loan #87002762 - $360,958.93 plus accruing interest 
III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS REGARDING RIEDESEL 
Riedesel recorded a Mechanic's and Materialmen's Claim of Lien on May 11, 
2007, as Instrument No. 2007-011243, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, Idaho, claiming 
$87,801.23. A copy of that lien is attached hereto as Exhibit "I". Thereafter, Riedesel recorded 
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a Release of Claim of Lien on September 13, 2007, as Instrument No. 2007-022872, records of 
Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of that Release is attached hereto as Exhibit "2". At the same 
time Riedesel executed a Lien Waiver on September 13, 2007. A copy of that Lien Waiver is 
attached hereto as Exhibit "3". 
Riedesel recorded a subsequent Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien on 
October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023551, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy 
of that Lien is attached hereto as Exhibit "4". Riedesel denies that its lien is subject to, 
subsequent and inferior to the two Mortgages recorded by First Federal on July 24, 2006, as 
Instrument No. 2006-018004, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, and on September 13,2007, 
as Instrument No. 2007-022873, records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. A copy of those 
Mortgages are attached to the Complaint as Exhibits "2" and "7" and are attached hereto as 
Exhibits "5" and "6". 
That Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer establishes that the loan proceeds from First 
Federal Loan #87002762 were used to pay Riedesel as follows: 
$84,953.11 on September 13, 2007 
$6,461.49 on September 24, 2007 
$51,277.86 on March 20,2008 
$2,382.50 on July 30, 2008 
The Affidavit also asserts that those advances were made at a time when First 
Federal believed Riedesel had been paid current for all work and had no notice that it claimed a 
lien on the real property. 
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IV. SUMMARY JUDGMENT STANDARD 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56( c) provides that summary judgment is "rendered 
forthwith if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if 
any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is 
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." See also First Sec. Bank of Idaho, NA. v. Murphy, 
131 Idaho 787, 790, 964 P.2d 654, 657 (1998). Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(e) provides 
that an adverse party may not simply rely upon mere allegations in the pleadings, but must set 
forth in affidavits specific facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial. See Rhodehouse v. 
Stutts, 125 Idaho 208, 211, 868 P.2d 1224, 1227 (1994). The affidavits either supporting or 
opposing the motion must set forth facts that would be admissible in evidence and show that the 
affiant is competent to testify. See id; I.R.C.P. 56(e). 
To withstand a motion for summary judgment, the non-moving party's case must 
be anchored in something more than speculation; a mere scintilla of evidence is not enough to 
create a genuine issue. Zimmerman v. Volkswagon of America, Inc., 128 Idaho 851, 854, 920 
P .2d 67, 69 (1996). Liberal construction of the facts in favor of the non-moving party requires 
the court to draw all reasonable factual inferences in favor of the non-moving party. See 
Williams v. Blakley, 114 Idaho 323, 324, 757 P.2d 186, 187 (1988); Blake v. Cruz, 108 Idaho 
253, 255, 698 P.2d 315, 317 (1985). The moving party is "entitled to judgment as a matter of 
law" when the nonmoving party has failed to make a sufficient showing on an essential element 
of her case with respect to which she has the burden of proof. Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 
317,322-23 (1986). 
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A judicial foreclosure is a proceeding in equity and therefore affords no right to a 
jury trial. See David Steed and Assoc. v. Young, 115 Idaho 247, 250, 766 P.2d 717, 720 (1988) 
(reiterating long standing rule in Idaho that mortgagors have no right to jury for mortgage 
foreclosure proceeding); see also Ress v. Gorham, 30 Idaho 207, 212 164 P.88, 89 (1917) 
("[T]he rule is too well established to require citation of authorities, that a mortgage foreclosure 
is an equitable proceeding, in which neither party is entitled to a jury trial."). Therefore, the 
foreclosure proceeding will be decided by the Court. "When an action will be tried before the 
court without a jury, the judge is not constrained to draw inferences in favor of the party 
opposing the motion for summary judgment but rather the trial judge is free to arrive at the most 
probable inferences to be drawn from uncontroverted evidentiary facts." Loomis v. City of 
Hailey, 119 Idaho 434, 437, 807 P.2d 1272, 1275 (1991); Riverside Dev. Co. v. Ritchie, 103 
Idaho 515, 650 P.2d 657 (1982); Blackmon v. Zufelt, 108 Idaho 469, 700 P.2d 91 (Ct.App.1985). 
V. LEGAL ARGUMENT REGARDING TITAN 
First Federal is entitled to summary judgment and an order from the Court 
permitting it to foreclose on its two Mortgages. First Federal asserts that although Titan has 
denied First Federal is entitled to relief, First Federal has shown that denial to be without merit. 
The burden of proof for showing the existence of a contract and breach is on the 
plaintiff. Idaho Power Co. v. Cogeneration, Inc., 134 Idaho 738, 747, 9 P.3d 1204, 1213 (2000). 
Once the plaintiff has met that burden, the defendant has the burden of pleading and proving any 
affirmative defenses to enforcement of that contract. Id. 
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First Federal has established the existence of two Promissory Notes (Exhibits "I" 
and "6" to the Complaint) to be paid by Titan and the breach by Titan of its duty to pay those 
notes. Therefore, the burden is on Titan to prove affirmative defenses to avoid enforcement. 
Titan has not pled any affirmative defenses and First Federal asserts that no such defenses exist. 
VI. LEGAL ARGUMENT REGARDING RIEDESEL 
The only legal issue to be decided is whether the First Federal Mortgages 
recorded on July 24,2006, and September 13,2007, have priority over the Riedesel lien recorded 
on October 27,2008. 
A. FIRST FEDERAL PRIORITY 
The two First Federal Mortgages both contain the following language: 
"CROSS-COLLATERALIZATION. In addition to the Note, this 
Mortgage secures all obligations, debts and liabilities, plus interest 
thereon, of Grantor to Lender, or anyone or more of them, as well as 
claims by Lender against Grantor or anyone or more of them, whether 
now existing or hereafter arising, whether related or unrelated to the 
nnmose of the Note, whether voluntary or otherwise, whether due or not 
ndirect, determined or undetermined, absolute or 
lted, whether Grantor may be liable individually or 
:hers, whether obligated as guarantor, surety, 
arty or otherwise, and whether recovery upon such 
or hereafter may become barred by any statute of 
hether the obligation to repay such amounts may be or 
)me otherwise unenforceable." 
llateralization language is governed by Idaho Code §45-
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 7 
000176
• • 
"45-108. Lien for performance of future obligations - Validity - Priority. 
- A lien may be created by contract, to take immediate effect, as security 
for the performance of obligations not then in existence, which lien, if not 
invalid on other grounds, shall be valid as against all persons. 
The validity of such contracts and liens as security for any obligation is 
not affected as against any person by the fact that the contract does not 
specify, describe or limit the obligations to be secured as to purpose, 
nature, time, or amount of the obligations to be secured. 
All such liens, if otherwise valid, are valid against and prior and superior 
to all rights, liens and claims acquired by other persons in the property 
subject thereto after the contract creating such liens was made, except in 
cases where the person in whose favor the obligation secured by such lien 
was created, had actual notice of the existence of such subsequent right, 
lien or claim at the time such obligation was created, and are prior and 
superior to such subsequent rights, liens or claims irrespective of such or 
any notice in the following cases: 
1. Where the person, in whose favor the obligation secured thereby was 
created, was legally bound to make the advance or give the consideration 
resulting in such obligation. 
2. Where the consideration for such obligation was necessarily and 
actually applied to the maintenance andlor preservation of the property 
subject to the lien. 
Making the advance or giving the consideration to result in an obligation 
not in existence at the time such a contract creating a lien to secure the 
same is made, is optional with the personal making the advance or giving 
the consideration unless he is bound by an express contract to the contrary 
which shall not be implied from the fact that the contract to secure such 
obligation was made. 
Obligations otherwise within the limits and description of those specified 
in any contract creating a lien to secure the performance of obligations not 
then in existence, but created in favor of any person to whom the original 
party to be secured by the lien created by such contract has transferred 
such contract, shall also be secured thereby in like manner as similar 
obligations between the original parties thereto. 
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Contracts of mortgage of real property are subject to all the provisions of 
this section as amended." 
In Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Wells, 100 Idaho 256, 260, 596 P.2d 429 (1979) 
construes the general rule as well as the statute: 
"The general rule in the United States is that if a future advance is 
obligatory, it takes its priority from the original date of the mortgage, and 
the subsequent creditor is junior to it. However, ifthe advance is optional, 
and if the mortgagee has notice when the advance is made that a 
subsequent creditor has acquired an interest in the land, then the advance 
loses its priority to that creditor. Osborne, Real Estate Financing Law 759 
(1979). Idaho is in accord with the general rule. In Biersdorff v. 
Brumfield, 93 Idaho 569, 573, 468 P.2d 301,304 (1970), this Court stated: 
A senior mortgage for future advances will maintain seniority for 
advances made after actual notice of a junior lien if, but only if, there was 
a contractual obligation to make such advances existing prior to the notice 
of the junior lien. 
Idaho Code §45-108 is to the same effect." 
The Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer establishes that First Federal did not have 
actual knowledge that Riedesel claimed a lien against the property on September 13,2007, which 
was the date the second loan was advanced to Titan. Accordingly, even though the loan 
evidenced by the second Promissory Note was optional, the first Mortgage secures both the first 
and the second Promissory Notes and First Federal has a priority date of July 24,2006, the date 
the first Mortgage was recorded, as to the total indebtedness. 
This conclusion is supported by Idaho law and the fact that as of the date of the 
last advance on the second loan, July 30,2008, First Federal did not have knowledge that anyone 
claimed a lien on the property. 
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B. RIEDESEL PRIORITY 
First Federal recognizes that persons performing labor upon land have a lien to 
secure payments or services or providing materials. Idaho Code §45-50 1. Persons claiming such 
a lien must file a claim within 90 days after the completion of the labor or services, or the 
furnishing of materials. Idaho Code §45-507. Once timely filed, the lien is 
"preferred to any lien, mortgage or other encumbrance, which may have attached 
subsequent to the time when the building, improvement or structure was 
commenced, work done, equipment, materials or fixtures were rented or leased, or 
materials or professional services were commenced to be furnished; also to any 
lien, mortgage, or other encumbrance of which the lienholder had no notice, and 
which was unrecorded at the time the building, improvement or structure was 
commenced, work done, equipment, materials or fixtures were rented or leased, or 
materials or professional services were commenced to be furnished." 
Idaho Code §45-506. 
In this case the October 27, 2008, lien is silent as to when the work was 
commenced. The only identifiable date for the performance of work is August 28,2008, the date 
the work was completed. There is nothing in the record to show the date work was claimed to 
have been commenced. The burden is on the lien claimant to prove when it first performed work 
on the site. Beall Pipe & Tank Corp. v. Tumac Intermountain, 108 Idaho 487, 700 P.2d 109 
(Ct.App. 1985). Riedesel has only established a priority date of August 28, 2008. 
However, in this case the Court has an even easier path to follow in determining 
priorities. Riedesel recorded a Release of Claim of Lien on September 13, 2007, Exhibit "2", 
signed a Lien Waiver dated September 13, 2007, Exhibit "3", acknowledging receipt of 
$84,963.11 and stating that it 
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"hereby waives and relinquishes any liens or rights to liens for all labor, work, 
material, machinery or fixtures provided by the undersigned prior to the date 
hereof." 
That Lien Waiver sets the earliest priority for any work done by Riedesel as 
September 13, 2007. That date is after the first First Federal Mortgage and the same date as the 
second First Federal Mortgage. 
The effect oflien waivers is discussed in Baker v. Boren, 129 Idaho 885, 934 P.2d 
951 (Ct.App.1997). The Court in that case held as follows at page 896: 
"The Borens also contend that the district court erred in holding that only K.B.' s 
claims as of June 17, 1992, were barred by the lien waiver. They argue that the 
court should have found that all of K.B.'s claims were waived because no 
evidence exists to support that substantial work was performed by K.B. after June 
17. Because we agree with the district court that substantial performance was not 
completed until June 22, we do not reach this issue. The lien waiver 
unambiguously released all of K.B.'s lien rights against the property and 
acknowledged payment in full for labor and material costs as of June 17. The 
waiver does not release the Borens of any labor and material cost claims alleged 
by K.B. subsequent to June 17." 
In deciding the effect to be given a lien waiver, the Idaho Supreme Court in Smith 
v. Farms-Kesl Canst. Co., Ltd., 27 Idaho 407, 150 Pac. 25 (1915) held as follows: 
"What constitutes a waiver is essentially a question of intention. . .. In 
order to establish a waiver the intention to waive must clearly appear, and 
a waiver of the lien will not be presumed or implied contrary to the 
intention of the party whose rights would be injuriously affected thereby 
unless by his conduct the opposite party was misled to his prejudice into 
the honest belief that such waiver was intended or consented to." 
The intent of Riedesel in executing the Lien Waiver is set forth of page 3 of the 
Lien Waiver immediately above the signature line: 
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"IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE UNDERSIGNED that this instrument 
is an absolute waiver and release of all liens and rights to liens of the 
undersigned for all labor, work, material, machinery, or fixtures provided 
prior to this date whether or not the undersigned has been paid in full to 
such date. This instrument is not limited in any manner as a waiver and 
release of liens or rights to liens by the extent of the consideration 
received. 
Further, the undersigned acknowledges and intends that not only the 
contractor and owners, but others, including lenders, will rely upon this 
instrument as a full and complete waiver and release in the normal course 
of their transactions. 
The undersigned certifies that the sum mentioned above has been 
expended to the payment of labor, work, material, machinery or fixtures 
furnished for this project and no other. 
The undersigned further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless First 
American Title Company and First American Title Insurance Company 
from any liability whatsoever for any unpaid materials, labor and 
equipment or service charges, debts or claims which may have been 
contracted by the undersigned. 
THIS AGREEMENT SUPERSEDES ALL AGREEMENTS OR 
UNDERSTANDINGS, ORAL OR WRITTEN, RELATING TO LIEN 
RIGHTS." 
That language is to be relied upon by lenders, and was relied upon by First 
Federal. Riedesel has no legal basis for now claiming a lien priority date prior to September 13, 
2007. That date is subsequent to First Federal's priority date of July 24, 2006. 
VII. CONCLUSION 
First Federal believes that it has established the existence of a contract, breach 
thereof, damages, and priority of its mortgages. Summary Judgment should be entered in favor 
of First Federal consistent with the allegations of the Complaint. 
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DATED this ;::.-7 ~ of April, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
-r-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 27 day of April, 2009, I caused to be served 
a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. 
Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to 
the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
7S.RITCHIE 
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• 
VS. MECHANIC'S AND MATERIALMAN'S 
CLAIM OF LIEN 
NafICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-named claimant o,C,-__ -,'..."........,.-..1..; .:E"''--....;'s'~ .... ~\ .Jo~ ... s.'--__ County, State of Idaho, 
claims a lien upon certain real property situated and described as follows: 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
RECORDED FOR: ~\\\s.~~'C"a 2:~-\-~\~ ~~iA\\Ji~\C)'\ 
\.Lj' I ~ S t. I/~ S 4.(~;~\~V\ \1 
\. J 
. \ ~ s. ~ R. '~t.'} ~m. \~ ~ 'C\ ~ \\s 
\"",y\' h...\ \s Co",-",",,!) ~ d.--~~ 
~~c\.o 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING 
10:43:03 am 05-11-2007 
2007-011243 
KO, PAGES: 3 FEE: sue 
KR ISTIHA GLASCOCK 
COUKTV CLERK 
DEPUTV: BHUNTER 
This claim of lien against the above-described real property arises as a result of claimant's furnishing of materials and labor relating 
to the construction, alteration or repair of the above-described real property and/or buildings situated hereon. This claim of lien is for 
the value of the claimant's materials and labor, and against the _____ \.l,;§~·~~~!!!!'.,=::· ==--_____ being constructed on 
(lYPE OF STRUCTURE) 
the premises, the land upon which the ______ ==== ______ is located and a convenient space about the same, 
(STRUCTURE) 
or so much as may be required for the convenient use and occupation thereof. 
The owner or reputed owner of the above-described real property i;---I;' \0.'1'\ C..oMM.II.Y'<:...\ ~\ Can"'4;.c..m. 
Claimant supplied said labor and materials at the instance and request of ~\\a..c~ V~~A.. 
Claimant began to perform labor and provide materials on the ~ <\ ~ day of ::S" N.... ,20~, 
~ 
and ceased to do so on the ti) \0 • - day of ~Y'<;.h , 20 b'o . 
'There is presently due and owing said claimant the sum of $<t'1 , ~()\ . d~ pursuant to the contract, after deduction 
of all proper offsets and credits, and that said amount represents the reasonable value thereof, and that claimant claims a lien upon the 
property for the above-stated sum. 
Claimant also claims a lien for the sum of $.________ representing reasonable attorney fees incurred in preparing 
... .r::::: 00 
this claim, the sum of ~:30D",--_- ____ _ 
closure of this lien. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Twin Falls 
) 
) 55. 
) 
THE UNDERSIGNED, being first duly sworn upon oath. states that he/she is thec...\6.' mo...n ~ 
~ t\ (CLAIMANT, AGENT FOR CLAIMANT, ATlORNEY 
. Q. ~~ h. \,04 '( ~ named in the foregoing claim, he/she has read the same and knows he contents thereof and believes 
• FOR CLAIMANT) 
the same to be just, co~N¥l.tnJe. 
•• . rwl' •• 
••• O\'EE #' • 
•• ~ ......... ~O-9. " .. 
SUBSCRlBt f'~~R~'~\\re me ~~------'~---I-
,'rPlIBi : : ~.. lei: .~. ~. .. .... .....-
., Ot ..... •••••••••• •• 
' •• /' ip,/\!-\C> ..... 
"Cr .. ; ••• ,,, STANDARD-TWIN fALLS 
__ -l:\l\..~~~.--_ ,200\ 
CJA..J 
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llf .... ~\. ::! . .,.  .l ~"'~.. :'s' Bo .J\-.l~. :lIs.' -
' .
.
' .l..§ ~~~~==· ==-
,.--
. I.. '
a..
___
30DL _
ss
, ...n.
'_.
 •  
'~~"~ tru. ---:I.-!- -J. 
: ".aliBi 
.,';"
~\l\. ~ .
" 
.. 
Dallas Page 
Titan Commercial Contractors 
Attn: Todd Page 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
• • 
Invoice' number 
Date 
3662 
05/1012007 
Project: 0953 Kimberly Subdivision 953 
Please mail payments to Riedesel Engineering, Inc" 202 Falls Avenue, Twin Falls, ID 83301 
Aging Summary 
Invoice Number Invoice Date 
3226 
3307 
3383 
3454 
3536 
3569 
3637 
3662 
1111712006 
12113/2006 
01/18/2007 
02/14/2007 
03114/2007 
03126/2007 
0412512007 
05/1012007 
Total 
202 Falls Avenue 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
208/733·2446 
Fax 208/734·2748 
Outstanding Current 
20,275.00 
12,198.83 
18,744.51 
27,147.84 
5,157.43 
1,936.51 
2,002.99 2,002.99 
338.12 338.12 
87,801.23" <. 2,341·11 
Invoice subtotal 
Interest to date 
Invoice total 
0,00 
Over 30 Over 60 Over 90 
18,744.51 
27,147.84 
5,157.43 
1,936.51 
7,093.94 , 27,147.84 . 18,744,51 
Thank You, / 
~94.~ 
Alan Hansten 
Project Manager 
Billed 
Amount 
0.00 
0.00 
338.12 
338.12 
Over 120 
20,275.00 
12,198.83 
32.473.83 
1311 E, Franklin Road, Suite 106 
Meridian, lD 83642 
208/898·9165 
III Main Street, Suite 310 
Lewiston, lD 83501 
208/743·3818 
Fax 208/898·9166 Fax 208/743·3819 
www.riedesclcng.com ricdcsc!@riedeseleng.com 
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• 
AFTER RECORDING MAIL TO: 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
202 Falls Avenue 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
File No,: 227102-TF 0 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
RECORDED FOR: 
FIRST A~IER I CAN TITLE CO 
4:25:41 pm 09-13-2007 
2007-022872 
"0, PAGES: * FEE: 512,88 
KR 1ST INA GLASCOCK 
COUHTV CLERK 
DEPUTV: C"ICE 
RELEASE OF CLAIM OF LIEN 
• 
Date: August 28, 2007 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that a certain Claim of Lien dated May 11, 2007 which was duly 
recorded in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, on May 11, 2007, as Instrument No, 
2007011243, and which was for the original sum of $87,801.23, which Claim of Lien is in favor 
of Riedesal Engineering Inc against Titan Commercial Contractors / Todd Page as defendant 
and which Claim of Lien is on certain real property described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SEl/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION UNE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER UNE 
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
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APN: RP10S18E177815A Release of Uen - continued 
• 
File No.: 227102-Tf (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A UNE 
PARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A UNE PARALLEL WITH AND 60.0 
FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL UNE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE unUTY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
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APN: RP10S18E177815A Release of Lien - continued 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14}; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORnON OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1/4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
is hereby released and satisfied in full, as to the above property. 
IN WITNESS HEREOF, These presents are signed and sealed August 28, 2007. 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
BY:,~.lLiM 
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APN:RP10S18E177815A 
STATE OF Idaho 
COUNTY OF Twin Falls 
Release of Lien - continued 
) 
55. 
) 
--------.-- -------------
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
On this 13th , before me, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 
Aaron L. Wert known or identified to me to be 
the Secretary/Treasurer of the corporation that executed the within 
instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation, and acknowledged 
to me that such corporation executed the same. 
In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year in this 
certificate first above written. ./" ~ ~ 
'fIC"'''ilt'~ ~"T.'O"'A~J:E·';R'''OY;'F~P··IU·D~~~''L~H'IicLo~"""""I+ ¥A:! tL +-~ 
,,., Notary Public for the State of Idaho 
Residing at: Twi.n Falls, Idaho +',,,,. .. :.e,.,, .......... ,.,,...,., ••• ' ........ ,+ My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
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• • 
First American Title Company 
260 Third Avenue North, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
(208)734-2905,(208)734-2945 
LIEN WAIVER 
Date: August 28, 2007 
Re: Bare Land, Kimberly, ID 83341 
In consideration of $ 84.963.11 , the receipt and adequacy of which is hereby 
acknowledged, the undersigned hereby waives and relinquishes any liens or rights to liens for all labor, 
work, material, machinery or fixtures provided by the undersigned prior to the date hereof for use at 
Bare Land, Kimberly, 10 83341, more particularly described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARAUEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION UNE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
_. -- --------•• - - - - ___ a -_ •• "- ---NG ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER UNE 
;1(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
:FICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE 
nCULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
. OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
[NE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
iT CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
INE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
1.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A UNE 
, FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
;URVEY; 
:AID PARAUEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
, TO A POINT IN A UNE PARALLEL WITH AND 60.0 
IE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
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File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: August 28,2007 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL UNE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SEI/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE S1/4 CORNER OF SEcnON 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SEcnON 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SEI/4 
OF SEcnON 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OFTHE SW1/4SEI/4 OF SEcnON 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)j 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTIUYY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SEI/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SEcnON 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SEcnON 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SWl/4SEl/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SEI/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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Date: August 28, 2007 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1/4i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE UNDERSIGNED that this instrument is an absolute waiver and release of 
all liens and rights to liens of the undersigned for all labor, work, material, machinery, or fixtures 
provided prior to this date whether or not the undersigned has been paid in full to such date. This 
instrument is not limited in any manner as a waiver and release of liens or rights to liens by the extent of 
the consideration received. 
Further, the undersigned acknowledges and intends that not only the contractor and owners, but others, 
including lenders, will rely upon this instrument as a full and complete waiver and release in the normal 
course of their transactions. 
The undersigned certifies that the sum mentioned above has been expended to the payment of labor, 
work, material, machinery or fixtures furnished for this project and no other. 
The undersigned further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless First American Title Company and First 
American Title Insurance Company from any liability whatsoever for any unpaid materials, labor and 
eqUipment or service charges, debts or claims which may have been contracted by the underSigned. 
THIS AGREEMENT SUPERSEDES ALL AGREEMENTS OR UNDERSTANDINGS, ORAL OR WRI1TEN, 
RELATING TO LIEN RIGHTS. 
Dated: ~3- 07 I 
By: r::: )(L~6;-'--'/---7~ I L). 1" 
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STATE OF Idaho 
COUNTY OF Twin Falls 
) 
ss. 
) 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: August 28, 2007 
This instrument was acknowledged before me on September 13th 
20 07 , by Aaron L. Wert. Secretary/Treasuer of the Riedesel 
Engineering. Inc. 
KAY I. FLAVEL 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Notary Public for the State of _....:I:::,:d:::;a::h:;:o'--__ _ 
Residing in: Twin Falls 
My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
Page 4 of 4 
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JAN 21-2009 WED 02:33 PM TITLEFACT FAX NO. 2087333878 P. 02 
• 
• ... -... _ .. _. __ .•. 
TWlN FALLS C • (lNTY 
Reoorded fcr:: 
WORNT. Jtr'J'7.t:F.R:\I.D :ITm'F.R 
oJ:ll;!!S!IIn lo·i ·:tool! 
2008-02335: 
So. PlI .... ' ~ .' .. S il,/lll 
KR1STIN,\ GI.,\S( '( ',", 
('fin)' n ....... 
(Recording Information above this line) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually; ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., an Oregon Limited 
Liability Company; and TITAN COMMERCIAL 
CONTRACTORS, INC., an Idaho Corporation, 
ContractorS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
'''pur,'; 'UfiT. 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR 
AND MA TERIALMENS UEN 
) I 
) ··1 ) 
) 1 
) 1 
») I T1T AN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS. INC., 
an Idaho Corporation, )i 
)\Owner and DefendZll1t. 
~ ____________ . _______ ~ I 
NOnCE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the undersigned Claimant, Rlcdescl Engineering, InC! 
claims a labor and materialman's lien pursuant to Title 45, Chapter 5, Idaho Cod~ upon that certaJ 
real property. including buildings, fixtures. foundation and improvements situated thcreon, an4 
appurtenances thereto. located in Twin Falls CounlY, Idaho, more particularly described as follows: I 
See Exhibit" A" anached hereto an incorporated herein by this reference. I 
·1 
More Commonly referred to as HiUsbW'O Estates Subdivision. I 
The name of the owner or reputed owner of the real property described in ExhibIt "A" if 
Titan Commercial Contractors, 10c., the services were ordered by Dallas Pa&e and/or Anasa~1 
Constt'Uction, LLC and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. ! 
The lien claimed is to secure payment for engineering services provided. materials fLirnish~ 
and labor provided by Claimant at the request of the Contractors and OwnerlDefendant includingj, 
but not necessarily limited to, project fonnulatiott; -development reports, TIS Design, Construction\ 
Pump Station Design, SWPPP, Final Plat, Easement work. The contract tor the furnishing of suci~ 
engineering services, materials and labor has been· fully and faithfully penonncd by the Claiman~ 
who completed the same on or about August-30, 2008. The period of ninety (90) days has no~ 
elapsed since the claimant ceased to fumish engineering services, marerials and lahar fot 
completion ofthe contract. I 
\ 
I 
NOTICE OF CLAIM Or LABOlt AND MATERIALMAN'S LIEN - I 
\ 
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JAN-21-2009 WED 02:33 PM TITLEFACT FAX NO, 2087333878 
• 
; i.. ~., 
".- 'I 
.~ , .. '{.; i _'< 
The total amoW\t of claimant's demand for engineerini services, materials and labo 
furnished after deductini all just credits and offsets is the sum of $48,549.58, due and owing 
together with interest thereon at the rate of twelve percent (l2%) per annum,. pursuant to Idaho Cod 
§ 28·22-104, for which amount claimant claims a lien upon the above-described premises, togethe 
with buildings, flxtures and other improvements located thereon. 
In addition. claimant has pa.id the additional sum of $350.00 to its attorneys for th~ 
prepamtion of this Notice ofClainl and $12.00 for the recordation of this Notice of Claim. forwhic~ 
additional claim is made. together with all reasonable attorney fees and costs incurred to foreclo!s~ 
upon or enforce the lien claimed herein as provided in Idaho Code § 45-513. ~ 
Claimant further certifies that Claimant caused a true and correct copy of the foregoin' 
Notice of Claim to be mailed to the contractors I:lIld owner or reputed owner of the real prope . 
described above as follows: , 
Contmctors: 
Owner: 
OaUasPagc 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Anasa2:i Construction, LLC 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Gnmts Pass, OR 97527 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burlcy,lD 83318 
:1 . .':;: . 
by Certified Mall within five (5) business days after its flling as required by Idaho Code § 45~507. 
DA TED tbjs~ day of October, 2008. 
"Claimant" 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC, 
BY.~NiJ 
Aaron 1. Wert, Secretary-Treasurer 
NOTteR Of ('LA 1M Of LABOR AND MA TERlALMAN'S LIEN - 2 
I 
I 
I 
I 
p, 03 
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J HN-[1-~UU8 WED 02: 33 Ptf T ITLEFACT 
• 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Twin Falls 
ss. 
) 
FAX NO, 2087333878 
• 
., 
I, AARON L. WERT. being first duly sworn, depose and say: 
I 
I 
That 1 am the Secretary-Treasurer of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., that I have read the Witbiq 
and toregoing Claim of Lien, know the contents thereof, and state that the same is true of m~~ 
knowledge, and I believe the same to be just. and that it contains, among other things, a corre· 
statement of Claimant's demands, together with the .name of the owner or reputed owner of the Ian 
upon which said professional services wen: perfonneci, the name of the person by whom Claiman 
was employed, and to whom such services were furnished, and for whom such services we,' 
n .. 'Ilder~d. and .pcrf~ed, and a description of the properties to be charged with the lien, sufficicn 
for thelT identification. · 
I 
~LuJ~ 
AARONL. WERT 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Fails ) 
On this(:l~~ day of October, 2008. before' me, a Notary Public for the State of Idaho. 
personally appeared AARON L. WERT, knoWlt'Or"identified to me, to be the Secretary-Treasurer c." 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., and the person who executed the instrument on behalf of sai 
corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. , 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal tho da~ 
and year in this certificate first above written. i . I 
~AR~R~ Residingat\:'\M ..,\ ¥.£:~ 
My commission expires \., \ ~, \ d. ~\~ 
,\,.} -, 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR AND MATERIAl-MAN'S L1t:N - 3 
p, 04 
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';". 
• • 
THIS 'IS TO CERTIFY· THAT THE UNDERSIGNED ARE: THE OWNERS OR 
. REPRESENTATIVES OF THE· OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERrY: 
THE SEl/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MO'RE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS:' , . 
COMMENCING AT THe: SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAIO SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641 ',88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION 'LINE, THENCE NORTH OO'05'28"W A DISfANCE OF 49.95' TO' 
A POINT ON THE NORTH' RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY .30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG TrlE NORTH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U,S.· HIGHWAY .:30 TO THE 'REAL POINT OF BeGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH '00'11'41" WEST A DISTANCE OF .102.98 FEET: 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE Of 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH CO'Oo'37'M WEST A DISTANCE Of 562,71 fEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57'~ WEST.. A DISTANCE OF 542,~2 r.e:E:T TO A 
POINT 'ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE, SOUTH 89'40'28" ~AST':"A Di§TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF THE SE 1 /4. SECTiON 1,7: 
THENCE SOUTH 00" 0'45" EAS1' A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 ~EE'J' ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF T~1E SE1 /4. SECTION 17; 
THENCE: NORTH 89'39'21 II WEST A DISTANCE .OF 602.98 F'EEl": 
THENCE SOUlH 00'11':40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 fEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGH'rS OF WAY Of U.S, HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NOR1'H RIGHTS OF WAY OF u.S', HIGHWAY 30 TO THE R£AL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63,56 ACRES MORE OR LESS. 
,.~ 
[ 
i 
i 
I 
I 
j 
I 
., 
... -.. " .... __ ._ .. _ .. ,--- .--.._ ....... .., 
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RECORDATION REQUESTED BY: 
ARST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley. 10 83318 
WHEN RECORDED MAil TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANI( 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley. 10 33318 
SEND TAX NOTICES TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overjand Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, 10 33318 
• 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
Rec . .:;ro.:j f~! 
I'mST A \11'.111(",\:\ TTTLF CIl. 
J:11:J9 nm 0"7 -2~-2UHH 
2006-01800-i 
":IUSTI:".I (;I..IS( '()f''' 
( ,,"ucy Clt'I'I. 
I)t>put.\: ('f":l 'J .If' 
MORTGAGE 
• 
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE IS FOR RECORDER'S USE ONL Y 
THIS MORTGAGE dated July 24, 2006. is made and executed between PAGE ENTERPRISES INC, all loano 
Corporation (referred to below as "Grantor") and FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK , whose address is 2059 
Overland Avenue. PO Box 970. Burley.1D 83318 (referred to below as "lender"), 
GRANT OF MORTGAGE. Far valuable consideration. Grantor mortgages. grams, bargains, seHs and conveyS tD Lencler aJl of Grrmtor's fight, 
title. and IntereST In and ro the rollowlng oescrlbed real propertv, rogetl'ler with all eXisting or subSequently erected or af1lxed bUlldUlqs, 
Improvements and f,xtures; aU easements, rights of way, and appurtenances; all water, water nghrs. wCltercourses anu ditCh rights llncludin~] 
stoC:l, In unlJtles wnh dnCl1 or Irngallon rlghts/; and all other fights, royaltle~, and profITS relaung [Q the real property, InciudlnQ wnnout IIiTIltallon 
all,nlner.I". 011, gas. geOthermal and SlmlJar matters, (the "Real Property") located in Twin Falls County, State of Idaho: 
See EXHIBIT A. which is attached to this Mortgage and made a part of this Mortgage as if fully set forth herein. 
The Rea{ Property or its address is commonly known as 22310 Kimberly Road, Kimberly. ID 83341. 
CROSS-COLLATERALlZATION, In addItion to the Note. thiS Mortgage secures all obligations, debts and jiabilitles, plus Interest thereon, f)1 
Grantor w Lender. or anyone or more of them, as well as all Claims by Lender against Grantor or anyone or more of them, whe(h~r now 
eXisting or hereafter arising, whether related or unrelated to the purpose ot ihe Note, whether voluntary or otherwiSe, wllether aue or nOt aue, 
dlreel or Indirect, determined or undetermined. absolute or contingent. liqUidated or unliqUidated, whether Grantor may be hable mOlvldual/y or 
JOlntJy wltn others. wnether obhgated as guarantor, surety, accommoOatlon part',' or otherWise. and wnetner recovery upon such amounts may 
be or hereafrer may become barred by any statute ot iJmHatlons. and whether [he obligation to repay such amounts may be or hereaiter may 
become otnerwise unenrorceable_ 
Grantor presently assigns to Lender all of Grantor's right, title, and interest in and to all present and future leases ot the Property and all Rents 
from the Property. In addItion, Grantor grams to lenoer a Uniform CommerCial Cod~ securny interest In the Personal Property and Rents. 
THIS MORTGAGE. INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY INTEREST IN THE RENTS AND PERSONAL PROPERTY. IS 
GIVEN TO SECURE IAI PAYMENT OF THE INDEBTEDNESS AND (BI PERFORMANCE OF ANY AND ALL OBLIGA TrONS UNDER THE NOTE. 
THE RELATED DOCUMENTS, AND THIS MORTGAGE, THIS MORTGAGE IS GIVEN AND ACCEPTED ON THE FOLLOWJNG TERMS: 
PAYMENT AND PERFORMANCE. Except as otherWise proVided In this Mortgage, Grantor shall pay to Lender all amounts seCured by thiS 
Mortgage as they become due and shall strictly perform a/l of Grantor's obligations under thiS Mortgage. 
POSSESSION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE PROPERTY. Grantor agrees that Grantor's possession and use at the Property shall be governed by 
(he followmg prOVISions: 
Possession and Use, Until the occurrence ot an Event of Default. Grantor may (1) remam in possession and control ot the Property; (2) 
use, operate or manage the Property; and (3) collect the Rents Trom the Property. The follOWIng prOVISions relate to tne use at rhe 
Property or to other lImitations on the Property, 
Duty to Maintain. Grantor shall maintain the Property in tenantable condition and pramotly perform all repairs, replacements. and 
maintenance necessary to preserve ItS value. 
Compliance With Environmental Laws. Grantor represents and warrants to Lender that: (1) Dunng the penDa of Grantor's ownershlD 01 
[ne ProuertV, there has aeen no use, generation manutacture, storage. treatment, disposaL release or tnreatened release 01 any Hazardous 
Substance bv any Derson on, under, aDQUt or from the Property; (2) l~ranT.Or has no knowledq€ at. or reason to oelleve mat tnere t,as 
CJe:!en, t!xcepr as prevIous I", OIscloseO to and acknowledgea bv Lenaer In wrmng, len any breacn or vlulatlon of any EnVironmental Laws, 
~bJ any use, generaTIon, manUfacture. storage. treatment, disposal, release or threatened release or any rlazaroous Substance en, unaer . 
. 100ut or trom the Prooerty LJy any Orlor owners or occupants of the Prooertv, or leI dnv aClUal (Jr mreatened litigation ur cialn1s of an\, 
'dnd rJ'/ any uerson relatmg to suen matters: and, (3) Exceot as preViously disclosed to and ar..lmowledqeo bv Lenaer In wrlt/nl] , 1<'1' neither 
'.lrantor nor ~nv tenant, contractor, agent or other authorJzed user ot the rrODertv snail usc. qenerate, manutacture, store, treat, OIsoose aT 
-,t release any Hazaraou~ £,uostance (ln, unOer. about I)f Iram tne Property; ana Ib) .:lnv s~ch actiVity snan be conoucted In comollance 
',Vl{t) All ?oolleaole leoeral. stelte, and local laws, re9ul"1lons Clna ordinances, IncludlnfJ without IlmnatiOn all EnVironmental LClWS. Jrantor 
_,~JthOrtle~ Lenoer and ItS agents to emer upon the Prooenv to rnake suen InspeCtiOns and teSts, 2.[ GranlOr's exoense, as lender nlav ueern 
·'tlIHO[HI"re 10 deterMine r:;ornnllanr.e r,f The Prooertv '!Vlih HllS section nt the Mortoage. ':"m' "'1S0eC1l0n~ r:r !ests ;nacl!:; IJ',' Lenoer $nall be 
'r'r Lenoer:: [Jurooses onlv and shall not be construed 10 create anv reSDOn~llJllltv Of l!aOllltv on 111f:: part or Lenrli::!r if] Grantor or TO aflV other 
:,!:;rson ~ fie r~Dr€5entations "no 1,\Iarranties :~omalned herem ale I]ased on ,::3ramor's -:!UB rjllll/enCe :11 :nveStiOatlnD Z:l12 P~noertv lor 
--:,lzarOOU5 ~uDStances, ':;ri1ntor herellv ;11 releases 2nd waives ,lnv future clc'llms c,qalnsl I~t;n()e( i'lf "lUemnl1'1 c,r COntnl)utlon 111 ,n~ 
".'en! :~rantor LJeCom~s Iloole lor cleanup or (')fher r:osts unDer anv such lilWS: ;:nd ::) 2qrees:o Inaemnll'/ end hOld harmless Lender 
,;lomSI ;.;ny and elll ,-;Ialms, ir)sses, IlaDllltles, Jamaaes, penalnes, -:Ind fjXnenses 'Nr'llch Lender may (ureCilv (H :jl(lirecuv ::,ustal(l Cf SUi/Ar 
rl~~ujllng trOm a oreacn or thiS sectiOn or tr/f:!. I'/lon:qaQe: or CIS ,I conseauence Of anv use, ~J8ner(ltlon, rnanuracture, .:lOrage, GISOOSBI, release 
- :rVealenea re!ei'lse n.-r'I,rrrnIJ rronr t,l !:3rantar'" OWnf:.rSnID or Inlere~t In tile ProIJertv, ;\In .. tnRr 0r r,rJl T'le snme W;:'$ cr snClL.:IC t"-<1ve he en 
rrwn I,) 1~1~,mor, -he crUVI::'ltJn~; ct thiS ~ec:!On OT tne {'11orTgage:, IIlcluulng t;,e obllaatlon to Illoemnrt\ ."nall :oufVlve [ne l)aVfTIf,nt 01 1I1E; 
~,rleOreaness aneJ fle satisfaction einO f~conlJeyance ot tne lien at tnl~ i-liortqage i';na snaii nnr rJe sifectea o\' l..enrJer s ae'..lUISltlnn or 8il1.: 
,.'.{~rest In !roe Prooertv, v.'netner rN loreClosure cr otherWise. 
"lLusance, '/Iaste_ "'2ranror ~ni'lfj not cause, :onCltrct cr qermrI anv nlJISanCe r,or :o:-,mrnlt. ~ermlt 'r ::uiT>7' ;:'l~! 5UWJDlr,~! ,~,; ,:,r ",nSTF ,-,,-, (,' 
.~ Fr'.:,:::ert-.: (3 ~,.w [onion (JI l1e Pr')oer:'.', "IInour l'mllrr.Ci tie ';Jenerallt,! C i Tr,e r-HF:(I'jIOC;, ..:~cnl.Of ':Iil r'-It r~~l(";f:', :..r cranl t:; c,nv otner 
'~ar~': tne nc::nt t::. r:::.mO'J'?, ;;:nv l'mber :-:-dner5IS (inCluOing Ch c:na gas!. ,;oal. '::1:;'1, .:>':::'r!a, .0011 :;ravs' (,r ~;:';:F. i:,rOQUCi$ ,':ltnQwl ,-i";nd~r S L:nor 
" mren c',::nseni., 
=,"!movaJ or (morovements. :;,cntor s'-,aU rOT cemollsh c; r'-~mQve cnv l;noro'Jt:mer~s i;om rr':; F~?I ?~",:!~,en 
-s '" ;~::1lJiI.!0i"1 t,~ i-,~ r~mOvai r.: :;: .. 'l'" I":'Drovemems, ,-~naer rr':av '-2flUlre .".::r2lni.C:- l) ~'::l~~ 2,'-rc'l~\6rnenrs ::.~tjSi;:;:;!::::'r\' ~'::' :...:::nOef:: 
::":',d'::':: .S.J.;~ ''',G(.'';' .. ~mEn\S .;:I1.r, l"norO'/~<"!1~r~5 '~i e;t l:;aSt ':oua:1 "clu::, 
'~:";5:;r,':!c:e: i',,~;;~ -:' 2::!-=,'1'-: 
-0'-';; ::: ::'-,:; :I:';,~::. -,'~~" ; .. ')n.;:ag,-:;, 
'-:-, =,sa:J;i;[·~5 -,:~ :;jofl~':; -:-,;:;v -_:'l;-11.~~i :r, ]:',:'0 ial(fi 5:n'.' su,:;;-, ~~\', :rOln3n,:s :OJ '~9c.:ia::i:';-' ,FIe: ::I-.-,:;:'"J ~':.:--;"rJ\I':Il:e: :-";-:'J =1':'/ 
_r:'.:.e-.:o,ilj, ,--::i: ... ::r:g ::.GDr:::,:;,iate ':'DO~~:S, ::::. ~Jjl:';; ;;:3 ,~rilnDr ,135 '\,:;:F1F.d L::nas[ r ';;,1.jn~ ;-,{":l ':' .;;:',,'':: :;,':. ,;,-,::, .;;:] ::r~ ;:.,~ ,;-, _-:::",O;:r:. 
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loan No: 8-700243-2 
-.ORTGAGE 
Continued) • Page 2 sole opinIon, Lenoer's Interests in the Property are not Jeopardized. Lenoer may requira Granmr to post aot!quare SeCum~' or a SlIfet': oono 
;easonably satlsractQrv to LenOEr, l:O pra{eer Lenoer's Interasi.. 
Duty to Protect. Granr..:-r agreas neimEr to abandon or leave unanended {he Properr':,. Grantor shaJ: 00 ali orner delS, tn addi'[Jon 10 rhoSe 
aers set form abo va In tntS section, whlcn Ifom rne cnaracter and USe at rne ProPerly arc reasonaoly necessafV ro p(OleC~ an,J preserve me 
Propen ,', 
TAXES AND UENS_ Th€' follOWing proviSions relating to the taxes and hens un the Properw ar,= pan cr {his (v"longage. 
Payment. Grantor shall Doy '.~..nen due rand 111 atl events prior to aehnquenc'Il all [ .. 3>.:e!:, payroll (aXeS. speCial rsxe::. assessmems. '/J8td 
cnarges anc/ sewer serVICe charges lev,ed aga.nst or on accounr at {he Property. and snall pal' wnen aue all Cla,m5 ror wcrfi. (jone on ,;I re, 
services {~ndered ru metenal rUfnlsned to the PrOperty. Granter shall miuntaUl rh'::! PrGDeriV irE~ 01 an'l lien:; navrnQ poon!.' l1\.'er or equal :c' 
thi:! IntereSt or lenaer l.naer {his MorTgage, excePt tor mose liens specllICaily agreed {o .n wfI(lng ay Lender. ana except ror me': tlen 01 laxe:; 
and assessments not rjue as turmer specitied 111 the Right IQ Contest paragrapr:. 
Right [0 Contest. Grantor rna~t wlthnolo payment cf any tax, assessment. or claml In conneCTion wj[n Ci gOOli faHn dISPUI~ over rr6 
oOllgatlOn CO pav, so long as Lender's interes( tn Ule Propen';' IS nO( Jeopardize::. It a Itt::n arise!:; Dr 1:3 itie:: a::; 2:1 resulr CI nonOdvmem 
Grantor shaH wHtlln tittee!1 (151 oays atter (he lien arises or, It a lien IS tiled, Within tHteen 11Si aay~ after Granror ha-::i notice <:::f rne filtnq, 
secure tna olschar9-= ot tne [ten, or it reouested by Lender, deposIt With Ldnder cash or (l sulficlent cOfpurare surelY bono ar other St:CufH,. 
satISfactOry ro Lanoer In an amounr surtlClenr to dtsCharge the hen plus any COSlS and reasonable 8rrorneys' reet., or omer cnaqy=~ rh"i1: 
coulet accrue as a result ot i:i toreclosure or sale unoer the lien. In any conteSt. Gramor Shall tJetend Itself and LenoE:r an:J sn611 5::'[1$1: an': 
aDverse Judgment uerore enlorcement agaInst the Property. Gramor shaH nama Lenoer as an additional oOhgec unde~ an'/ surel'~' oom! 
iurnlshed In the conrest proceedings. 
Evidence of Payment_ Grantor shall UDall demand furnish to Lenoer satlstaclory eVIdence at ptlvment 01 the taxes or ,jssaS5;--;;~n;:3 ,ji;;-: .'::;;-.;;:: 
aurhorlze the approprtate governmental offiCial to delIver ro Lender at C'lny [jme iJ written statement of The taxes anrJ assessments against 
the Property_ 
Notice of Construction. Grantor shall nonjv Lender at least fifteen (15) days belOre any work IS commenced, any s~rvlces are lurnlslled. or 
any ma1erlals are supofled 10 the Property, it an\' mechanIC'S jlen, matenalmen's lien, or orher lien could be assenea on account 01 the 
work, serVices, or materials Cind the cast exceeds $10,000.00. Gramor wul upun request of Lender furntsh to LenDer (jdvanc~ assurances 
satisfactory to Lendar rhat Grantor can ana will pay the cost at such Improvemen(s. 
PROPERTY DAMAGE INSURANCE_ The lolJow1ng prOVIsions rela(lng to Insuflng the Property are a part of rhls Mortgage: 
Maintenance of Insurance. Grantor shall procure and mamtaln poliCies 01 fife Insurance WIth stanoard extended coverage endorsements on 
a replacement baSIS for the tull Insurable value covenng all Improvements on the Real Property rn an amount sufflCtent to avoto apallcallon 
at anv cOInsurance Clause, and with a standard mortgagee clause In favor at Lender. Grantor shall also procure and maIntain 
comprehensIve general liability Insurance In such coverage amounts as Lender may request wHh Lender beJng named as addmonai insureds 
In such liabllltv Insurance poliCies. Additionally, Grantor shail malmaln such other Insurance, InCluding but nm IImitea to hazarc. DuStness 
Interruprlon and bOiler Insurance as Lender may reqUlre_ PoliCies shall be wrmen by such Insurance companies and In such form as may be 
reasonably acCeptaOle to Lander. Grantor shall deliver to Lender certificates of coverage from each Insurer containing a slIPulanon that 
coverage Will not be cancelled or diminIshed without a minimum of fineen (15i days' poor wnnen nOtice to Lender and not containing any 
disclaimer of the ,"surer's liabilitv for failure to give such nOtice. Each insurance poltcy also shaH Include an endorsement proVIdIng that 
coverage rn f3vor at Lender Will not be Impalfed in any way by any act, omiSSion or detaul[ at Grantor or any other oerson. Shouid the Real 
Property be located In an area deSignated by the DireCTor of the Federal Emergency Management Agency as a speCial flood hazard area, 
Grantor dQrees to obtain and maintain ;:ederaJ Flooo Insurance. if available, withIn 45 days arter notice IS given by Lenoer that me Propeny 
is locaTed .n a spec/ai tlood hazard area, tor the full unpaId pnnctOal balance at the loan and any DnQr liens on the properrv secUring the 
loan. up to tile maximum pohcy limIts set under the National Flood Insurance Program, or as otherWise requtred by Lenoer, ana ro malmaln 
such lf1surance for the term of the loan. 
Application of Proceeds_ Grantor shaH promptly notIfy Lender of any loss or damage to the Property. Lender may make proof of lOSS If 
Grantor faiis to do so within fifteen (15) days of rhe casualty. Whether or not Lender's security IS impaired, Lender may, at Lender's 
election, receive and retain the proceeds of any Insurance and aoply the proceeds to the reduction ot the Indebtedness, payment of any lien 
attecnng the Property, or the restoration and repair at the Property. If Lender elects to apPlY me proceeas to restoratIon and repair, Grantor 
shall repair or reOlace the damaged or destroyed improvements in a manner satIsfactory to Lender. Lender snaiL uoon satlsraCTorv proof cf 
such expenditure, payor reimburse Grantor from the proceeds for tne reasonable COSt Of repair or resroratron if G,-antOr 15 ilOt iii .:::atCii..;-;: 
under this Mortgage. Any proceeds which have not been disbursed WIthIn 180 days after their feceiDt and which Lender has not 
committed to the repair or restorattOn ot the Property snail be used itrst to pay any amount oWing to Lender under this Mortgage, then to 
pay accrued interest. and the remamder, if any, shall be applied to the prinCIPal balance of the Indebtedness. If Lender holds anv proceeds 
arter payment in tull of the Ineebtedness, such proceeds shall be patd to Grantor as Gramor's JnterestS may acpear. 
Grantor's Repon on Insurance. Upon request of Lender, however not more than once a year, Grantor shall furnIsh to Lender a report on 
eaen eXisting polICY OT Insurance shOWing: (1) the name' Of the Insurer; (2} the risks Insured; (3) the amount or The pOIICV; (4) tne 
Dropertv Insurea, me then current replacement value or sucn property, and the manner oi determining that value; anD i5\ ':118 exnlfatron 
dare or the pOlicv _ Grantor snail. upon request of Lender, have an Inaependent aopr81ser satlstactory to Lender determIne the cash value 
replacement cost of the Property. 
LENDER'S EXPENDITURES. If any aCTIon or oroceedlng IS commenced that Would materlallv attect Lender's Interest In the Prooeny or II Grantor 
tatls to comPly vv.th anv prOVISion or This Mortgage or any RelateD Documents, Includtng bul not Itmned ra Grantor" S Tallure to dlscl,ar~e or pav 
when due anv amounts Grantor IS reqUired to dfscllarge or pay under this Mortgage or any Relatea Documents. Lender on C3rantor ~ behalt may 
(but snail not be oollqaled tal take any action that Lender aeems aporopnate, InCluding bur not lImited t,J dIscharging or payrng all taxes. liens, 
'jecurHv Interests, encumorances and other claims, at any trme leVIed or placed on Ine Prooeny and paYing cHI costs tor insurlnq, rnatntaln.nQ CineJ 
iJreservma lhe Prooenv. Ali sucn exoenOltures Incurred or paId l)v Lenoer for sucll purooses \/VIii then bear Interest a;: the rale CIli'irgeo under tne 
rJOte from the date Incurred or paid by Lender to the aate nf repayment bv Grantor. All such expenses WIll become a part 01 the 1,'oeO[edness 
'1nd, Cit Lenaers oPtion, ';vIII iA' De Dayable on aemana; iBI be added to the halance or the r~ote and be aOportlonea amonq i::rlO t,E:: j)8ve:Dle 
·,'Jlth onv InsralJmem pavments to tecome Clue dUflnn either (1) ;he term of any ;;Dpllcable Insurance DOltev: ,.)0" i~j rtle rema~nlna term Ui :ile 
i'Jote; elr :'i t)e !reCIted as c. nalloon oavment wnrcn wlli he Que and payable 1JI The I\Jo[e s maturltv :he iv10nqage also v/lll sec'.JI~ pc.yment or 
mese amounTS. ':ucn rtgnt snail be In aedition to ail omer rl9nts and remp,oles To wnlcn Lc:nder may be p.niltlea UIJon uerault. 
WARRANTY; DEFENSE OF TITLE. -he fOllOWIng proVISions relating to ownersnlp ct the Pr::menv are t- ~art 01 !IltS fvlortgage: 
Title_ ,jrantor ~VarrrlnlS tnat: :31 Gramor hOlds t;,.1Ood and marKetable title (11 reCDr[j -:'0 ti1e Prooertv Jll T"!e slmOle, ;f~~ E:nd cl~a~ '); ell il-ens 
-),,(1 encumbrances otner than those set Tf)rth In Ihe F.eal Frooeru ciescrtD[f(1r1 (Ir In 3nv title Insurance collr;\' ~!:.!e r~DOrl. ,:r lrnG; -:·lIe (!uIIlIOr, 
i,>sued til faVor or. i:nO c.·::.::eoted bv, c..eflOer III connecrron Ill/Ito IIlIS f·jlonqage, ana <)1 \~(antcr r~as rhe Idil rl9m. ,-.avver, 2:'"1C c;ut'"lCfIl'! tJ 
·-:··F.!cute ana aellver mlS ivlortg.=.qe to Lenoer. 
, ~Tense of Title . .3ubjeC!.:c- me ex CeO Han In the oaragraon above, Grantor ~"'!arranrs c:no Villi f:)rev~r eJereno t~e t'-,ie t2 !nE k;.':'r:~rr'.' ~9ciln~T 
Ole la'N!'...!l l,jalmS 0; ell LJersons. j") Fl~ "went i:nv eCHon cr r.roc=edtnq IS ,~ommenCc'J Illar OUt:Stlons G;aritc.r S 'l:1Ie Sf ~'-,e !r;~r~s, G~ ~.:;nc:e; 
'lOer enlS r.1nrT;:!aae, -:;[an-r:or ":71ail r~~Tf~nd tnE sctH)n at '':;rantor s ~xoense. ..:r3nror .--:lflV i:-:; ~if:. nGmlndl '.:Eif\: 1:-' c ....,,:,-' ;. r-:.·-:ee·Jlng . ..:~: 
.-::ncer snail D~ ~ntltl-=a :c cartlclOats r:~ Fl~ c-ro;:;eeatnO ;:.,no n r..e rearesentea trJ TOlE r ~ccs-ea:r,,~ ['. ;:'U'IS-=I (:;- .... t.nc~r -: : :.'. ::":',01:::::. 0-,:: 
,;In[or ':11/ r:;ell'lE:r, . r :3usa :0 De '~-SII'J~red, -J :..~noer ':uCr. 1,'5!(u;-nenrs z:.5 _~naer ,"'1?,V 'i:':J.Jl:::~;: ·~r.:iT' . . ;i'1~ -:, ,me .-: '.::rr.;: :'~:i: 
, 2rilcrOaIron. 
::Qmoliance With Laws_ ;rent;)r 1::2rr?,nts ;:,""at t-:e ;~:JOen': 2nd \"".Jrant·y '.'. \.:~~ ::.j -Y,-2 ?rc.:..ert. :.J',-IQiI-2S ",":";-: .:;1; ,;,xJSrrn.:i ;::;]:)1,:.=:::,:: ,;:":.'.::, 
.. ; :-;1 ...... :;.r,(.-s5. :;'.nr:, r'=:O\.Jla\!on,; .:. ~.J'.,.:::rn:n-::-m21 c\..Jlno;-lt;es. 
:::LHVIVaJ or Reoresentations ana \:Varrantres. 
-; ::-,-:: e;'.c~>...;~,'Jr, :;:'::: :;,?!I'.'-:'1. ::; ·-:S ,.L,jrr~a:;:€:;. :-,'=:I! [):;;- v: ...... :ir,uln:: i,-, i,~:·...;rt3-
_- ;0-::'.-::: ;·-'Jer.:-=:::::'"i;:S$ ':-.:<'''':; (;2:'::-;!--~ 
:-;., 
_;;-::~r "~ . .:JI! : ~ -::-:"'"iil''::'J ::. ::artl:::oar~ I;, :.-.= -J:Qc-:~:jn:l sr,,;:: L.J GB T'::C,'::Senr:'="G I,; ':n: ~'-{)C:,;-,,:,,~: ..]': ::Jun;:;e: 
." I,j ":;;.".::r :.- =:.~se ~: c:: ::elj··.';:-r9C :: __ -=L"":'E:r :''';:;:-: :r.Stjl:;";'1~:-·1::' ·".1,2. ::~:::jrr.!':n,~r;C,r, ::~ T,~'. :~ ~s=~i::St-=.:! 
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Application of Net Proceeds. If all or any part of the Property IS condemned by C!mlnent domaIn proceedings or by any proceedlf19 or 
pUfcnaSe 1f1 !Jeu or conaemnatior., Lander maV at ([5 ejection reqUire tnat all Or any ponlon of tilt:! net: proceeds of [hI::! awar:l Dc 3IJPh6cl 10 
tn:::! InaeO{edness Of me repalf or reStOration or the Prapertv. The net proceeds of [he awarD snail mean tile awarel ';Her Pi1\1n1p.11r I~Ji ;:;1: 
reasonablE GDSl:S, exoenses. and attorneys' fees incurred oy Lender In CQnnectlon with tne condemnanon. 
IMPOSITION OF TAXES. FEES AND CHARGES BY GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITIES. The ;ollowlng provIsions relaTIng 10 90vernmental laxeo. 
lees Clno Charges are d pan or thiS Mortgage: 
Current Taxes, Fees and Charges. up,," request /)\1 LenOer, Grantor shall execute sucl1 aocuments In adCIIllon to tnls r' .... lortga~j~ ond tak;.. 
whatever oU1Er aCTion I~ requested by Lender ro ~ertec( and conflnue Lender's lien on tilt: Real PrclJe({\:. GrontOr snail rerml)L(Ei:: Lenuer tw 
elll taxe~. CIS of::!scnbed belo.., .. ·. tOgether wrth atl expenses Incurred 11'1 recorCllng, penecrrnU or ';OnIlnUinu thrs r\,'iOftUag.;. UlcluUlnp '~\llth(,Ui 
IlmHa(IOn all (axe~. lees. tJocumentc,ry scarnp!;i, snd other cnarges for lecordln9 or reglstenng chiS Mongau-=· 
Taxes. Th~ iollowln(J st1all cons'mute taAes to whlcn thiS section appiles: (1) a specific lax upon thl!;i type of 1V1or1(jage ur upon aB or an'.' 
[JCifi: ("It tI1~ Indeb(eunes::; securea by 1/11$ Mortgage: '-2.! d speCITIC tao( on Gramor Wllu . :n Grantor !!j autnOfized or reqUirea (Q aeauct Irun-, 
payments an tne Indeotedness secured by rhls type of Mongaoe; !3) a tax on thiS type at Monno~le chMgeabie against rhA Lender Clr Ihe 
tlOluer 01 Int2 Norl:; and (4) Ct SOECltlC ta:< 1)/1 all or any portion at !hfj Jndemedness Dr un pa l{ll1enrs [,I pflflCJpal and ImereSI marIe I"lV 
Ijramor. 
Subsequent Taxes. II anv tax {O which thiS secnon applies l:i enacred subsequenr w tile dar~ or thiS Morrqage, tillS t:vent shall nave tl1e 
same ~ttec( as an Evenr of Deraulr, and Lender may ex~rclse any ur all of itS aVailable remedies tor all Event or DeJaull uS provJ(!€::d JJeIOI..-u· 
unless Gramor ~J[ner (1) pays tl1e fa;..; beTO('! It becomes deilnquem, Of (2! conteSt~ the tax as provldet/ aoove In th~ Taxes aor1 LJt~n:.. 
$eClion anti (JepOSI[S with lender cash or a suttlclent corporare surety bond or otller securlly SBtlstaclory to lendel 
SECURITY AGREEMENT; FINANCING STATEMENTS. The following proVISIOil!l relatln~1 to thiS Mortgage oS i:i secuntv agreemenl arc d pan 01 
thiS fvIonqage: 
Security Agreement. Th,::;: Jnsuumenr shall const![Ule a Secuf!tv Agreement ra the extenr any tJt tht:! ProJjeny constttu{e~ iIX(We:S, amI 
Lanl1er shall mwe all of tne rrghts of a secured party under the Unllorm ~ommerclal Cod~ i:I!::i amend~d tram time (0 [Im~. 
Security Interest. Upon request by Lender, GranTOr shall take whatever action IS requested by Lender to perfect and continue Lender':; 
SBCUfl[".,' Interes[ In the: Rents and Personal Property. In addition to recording thiS Mortgage 10 [he real prop~rty records. Lenoer mety, at any 
time and without further authorization tram Grantor, file executed counrerParlS, caples Or reproductions of (hiS fv'JorIgage as a tlnancll1g 
Sla{ement. Grantor shall reimburse Lender lor all expenses Incurred 111 pertectlng or continuing rhls secuflty Interest. Uoon detauH, Grantor 
shall not remove, sever or detach rhe Personal Property from the Property. Upon detaulL Grantor shall assemble any Personal Property nOI 
atflxed to the Property rn a manner and at a place reasonably convement to Gramor and Lender and maKe II available to Lender wnhrn three 
131 days afrer receipt at wntten demand from Lender to the extent permitted by appircable iaw. 
Addresses. The mailing addresses ot Grantor (debtor) and Lender (secured party) from which Informatton concerning the secumy interest 
granted by thiS Mortgage may be obtatned (each as reqUired by the Uniform Commercial Cooel are as stated on rhe iJrs! page of thiS 
Mortgage. 
FURTHER ASSURANCES; ATIORNEY-IN-FACT. The followmg provISions relating to further assurances ana attorney-m-tacl are a part 01 thiS 
Morrgage: 
Further Assurances. At any time, and from time to time, upon request of Lender, Grantor will make, execute and deliver, or will cause to 
be made, executed or delivered, to Lender or to Lender's deSignee. and when requested by Lender, cause lO be filed, recorded, retilea, or 
rerecorded, as the case may be, at such times and In sucn offices and places as Lenoer may deem appropriate, any and aU such mortgages, 
deeds of crust, security deeds, secuflty agreements. financrng statements, continuation statements, instrumentS of further assurance, 
certificates, and other documents as may, in the sale opinIOn of Lender, be necessary or deslfable in order to eitectuate. complete, pertect. 
,:ontlnue. or preserve (1) Grantor's obligations under the Note, this Mortgage. and the Related Documents, and (2) the /lens and 
secunty Interests created by this Mortgage an the Property, whether now owned or hereafter acqUired by Grantor. Unless prohibited by 
loW or Lender agrees to the contrary In writing, G rantar shall reimburse Lender for all COStS and expenses Incurred in connection With the 
matters reTerred to In thiS paragraph. 
Attorney-in-Fact. If Grantor fails to do any of the things referred to m the preceding paragraph, Lender may do so for and In the name of 
Gramor and at Grantor's expense. For such purposes, Grantor hereby Irrevocably appOlflts Lender as Grantor's attorney-in-fact for the 
purpose of making, executing, delivering, filing, recording, and dOIng all otner things as may be necessary or deSirable. In Lender's sole 
opinIon, to accomplish the matters rererred to In the preceding paragraph. 
FULL PERFORMANCE. Jf Grantor pays all the Indebteoness when due, and otherWise performs all the obligatIOns Imposeo upon Grantor under 
rhls Mortgage. Lender snail execute and deliver ro Grantor a suitable satisfactIon of thiS Mortgage and sUHable statements of termination ot any 
financmg statement on fde eVIdenCing Lender's security interest In the Rents and the Personal Property. Grantor will pay, Ii permitted by 
apPllcaole law, any reasonanle termination ree as determined by Lender from time to time. 
EVENTS OF DEFAULT. Each ot the fOllowing, at Lender's option, shaH constlture an Event of Default under tnls Mortgage: 
Payment Default. Grantor tails to make any paymem wnen due under the Indebtedness. 
Default on Other Payments. Failure of Grantor Within the time reqUired bv thiS Mortgage to make any pavment lor taxes or Insurance, cr 
any otner payment necessary to prevent filing of or to effect dlscnarge ot anv lien. 
Other Oehults. Grantor falls to comply wnh or to pertorm anv other term. obJiqatlon, covenant or condition contained rn Thrs Mortgage or 
rr, any or the Related Documents or to comply wrth or to perform any term. oollgatlon. covenant or condition contained In any oU1er 
ii~reement between Lender and Grantor. 
Detault in Favor of Third Parties. SI"lDUld Grantor eJefauJt llnder i1nv loan, o;:;xtenSiOn or credit. security agreement. iJurchase or sales 
c.qreement, or ~n\l other agreement, In favor oT any other creditor or person that may materrally atfect :.:Jny of Grantor s prooertv 'Jr 
IJfantOr s aOlllty tl) rapay TIle inaebIeaness or Grantor's aOllltv to perform \Jramor's oblrqatrons untler [hiS Mortgage or any related 
r:;0cument 
i=<llse Statements. ':"nv \Narrantv. reoresentatlon or statement made cr jurnlsned TO LenGer tJy tJiantor or on Cirnntor'S llenfl/f under ttllS 
; "'0f1l1a~l~ or (ne Helated Gocuments 13 raIse or rnlsleaomq In any rnaleflal respect. ciiner now or at t:1e tIIne mace cr 1urnrS/1EW or becomes 
"alse or mlsleaOlng (;{ any rime rhereaHer. 
Defective Collaterallzatlon. --hiS 1'/lorTClage or .:;nv 01 t71e Related Documents ceases to he In lull lorce ana cltect (Ir"IClueltnC[ l:lliure ul Conv 
r~':lilater<'11 Documenr tv Cieate Cl valle! and perlected securrtv Interest Dr Ilenl aT bny time bno lor anv reason ~ 
Insolvency. ~~e GlSSQlution (,r r,.:rmlnatlon 01 Granmr S (;:xlstence 25 d OO!n("[ IJUSlness. it1e Illsolvenc" rJl (;rantor. ~r'l,~ i;ClOOtntnlent 01 ".. 
-:::'_t:?IVer I;,~ ;'d1\1 pari Ci 1.-:::ranl0r's urOOertv. anv assignment I,V TnI';! Dp.n~fIt 01 credrtOrs . .:;nv tvpe of creanOr INorKout. :;r the commencement 
•.. j .=,n'! rJfQCeeomg Linder oi"ly Qankruotcy or Irl!;iotvency iaws by or agaInst Grantor. 
t:reditor or rortetture Proceedinqs. ~,jmmenf;emenr 01 1.1reCIosure Dr :')ffelture croceearngs. :'meiner ~;'.' ...Jdrclal rJro::eedlncl. 3~Ii·betD. 
- .. ;0::' S 5 es SI\lr. 
-,n''! r.ltne.r mF;tniJd. :'/ ~nv ".realtor c,r '...Jf2ntor ,~;r :)v .::,nl; '-j';)vernmental :':Denr.'/ '::Clalnst .-nv :dQOe;t'; '.~CU(lnr; ;rle 
-,;<;, j;~:JiJ(.les c qarn1snmenr c..: r.n'/ (.1 '.'Jrantor '-' accounts. :nr:luGlnq U-ePOSIl accounts. :lIth I_o:::noer. -'Jwever. '-115 t'/ent Gf 
.:: -::f:i'Jit ~"~.all flt:::t d)DIV I' ~,'1ere 13 <:I GOOa ;arth CISOUtP.. nv '.Jramor 2.5 t.J l!""Ie \;~lIallV Clr r~aSor.aDleneSS G1 ''If;: claim ·".rHC~, 15 ~.-te nasls Jr t'le 
.:~'J:t·:'r ',; : :-·i~!"(U"E: :::J.'"CG:::e0'no ana Ii Grantor <:Ives Lf;nrJer ·.',flFen notice Cf it'€: C;eortor .""jr ')rrelt·_u~ cr·:'CeeOlr.Cl "nG a~OOSlts ·:!ltr. ._.;nl')er 
--"Jil\~5 ':'1 :- ~ ..Jf~-,. ::~ ... r.a ~·:.r • .'1f;: ;:reOl1:0r ·:r ; :;rreHure orcceeolng, :., i:.-. .::mourH uetermlnea Cv ·_;:;ntJe;, ~ .. :5 :;';::'1;:: ~\SCr-3tl')n. "=3 i .. ~lng en 
J~O~ai~ r-:,s~r';e (.(" eona '(,r t:-,~ GISC.Utt::. 
~_::-"2;r:T.~" ::'?3 .:~ :::&':':;;::!S InC0:'T'Ce~e.rl- :; ~~'!:;)i":::S ,::,; ,';ISOiJre3 ::-.:= ?II.:JIZ.:! ~., ·SO:!I!'. ~;~c-=r ""-.'. :;'..JorF.,-.T·. ~i '-.!: ,~"-:;:.J;:-=:.:,-,.;:::.::;: :,--;~ 
-:;."'::r' -:" :: .:e::n .... _::-.~'J-::r "':~ ·;3 ::::;:i·:"r. :";"""'0./. ;"ut ;;.'1s!i :'"IO~ ;::;: ;~aUlr~d -:". '>~rmn ~n~ ·3~dfoi1rcr ':: .:::::1':;:= .: . .:;ss-..:",e _,nC'::":(l:ijG~'::;ij·! :r;~ 
~.., i·:::~~I·:·n3 '::,-13:"2 ·);-.:;e: :,.":; '~:uarar,~: :; :: r'-,anner 5aUSiaCIG;,' ,.:; r...cfJJE:r, :::nr; n ·:'Glr.g so : ..... ,e ::::"'.'.' ::. -?:n~ 0...:' :'~idWi~. 
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Adverse Change .. t... matenal ad versa change occurs In Granror's' flnancral condmon, or Lender beileves th:::. pros pee: cr pa~/mer:;: or 
performanCe of the indebredness IS Imparred. 
Insecurity. Lender In good ralrn believes itself insecurE:. 
RIGHTS AND REMEDIES ON DEFAULT. Upon the occurrence of an Event (,f Oetault and at any time me-reattE', Lenaer c: Le:lm:;':; c=~~~:-" ~:: .. : 
exerc!st:! anyone or more of the fOllowing rrghts and remedIes. In addl{lon to any orner ngnrs or (emeole:) provioed Dy lal.,\:": 
Acceleratd Indebtedness. Lender Shall nave (Ile right ar ItS option without no [Ice to Gramer to aee/are rh~ ennre InOE-maaneSs tmm6Cjl(H~I'~ 
Oue and payable. rncludln9 any prepayme:nt penalty which Grantor would b~ reQUired tu pa'f' 
UCC Remedies. Witn re:,spaCl TO all or any parr of rne Personal Propert'j", LenDer shaH havt: (ill rlla rights and remedies of a SeCLirea part,. 
unoer the Unlrorm Com'nerclal CoaE. 
Collect Rents. Lender shall have the nght, wlthOul nOtice to Grantor. ro rake possession ot !tle Property ana cellect tnE: Rents, JIlL:iuWJ'lg 
;-JmounfS pas{ due anrj unpalO, ancl apPly [ne net proceeds uvt:r and auove Lenaer's cos:s, aualns[ the IndabteCness In tunher~1nce ':-; tl",,3 
right, Lender rnav reqUIre anv tenant or other user or tha Property!U maka pa~'ments OJ rent ~r use leES Qlrectly [0 Lender IT tl12 Eents are 
cI1ltected b'f Lender. tnen Grantor Jrre\Jocabl'! deSignates Lenuer d~ Granro('::; anorncy-In-raci LU enuon;ie Instruments ri;-celved In uavmer,l 
cnereor In [ht3: name or Grantor ~na (Q negmlate the same and J;OHeC1 the nrOCf~eas, Pavment:; by lenant5 or otTlf-:f '..!sers ii1 Lr!nOb( :n 
response (Q Lencer's (jemancj snail satlsly tht: oblIgations tor which the payments are made, wnether or n.Ct any proper groundS rOr :ne 
aemand eXIStea, Lender may exercIse Its rights under thIs subpara~vaph either In person. by agent, or through a recalver 
Appoint Receiver. Lender sholl have the right to have a recelv~r apPointed to take POSSeSSIon at ail Of any part ot tncl PrOPert~" Nlth ilE: 
power to protec: anD prt3:serve tne Properly, [0 operate the Property preceding torEclosur? Cir SalE:, ancJ to coUecr tn~ HenTS Hem :n;:; 
Froperty and apoly rne proceeds, over and above the cosr ot rile receIvership, agaInst tile Indebte(lne~$. The receIver rna\, serve- NI£n0ul 
bond IT oermltted DV lavv Lend8r':-j (tan{ co rhe aPPOIntment of a receJver sntill eXist vVhe1'her (Ir nor tllf: apparent Valll~ nr me ProoerJ':' 
.:)(ceeds the Inoebtedness by a subs{an'~lal amount. Employment bV Lender shall nOt (Hsquallty a person rrom servIng as a recelvt:~. 
Judicial Foreclosure. Lender maV obtain a JudiCIal decree lorecloslng Grantor'S tnteres{ In all or any part ur the Propert',. 
Nonjudicial Sale. if permmed by applicable law, Lenner may toreclose G.ramor's Imerest In aU or In any part ut !he Personal PrOperty or the 
Real Propenv by non-ludJcral sale:. 
Deticiency Judgment. If permitted by applicable Jaw, Lender may obtain a juagment tor any dehclency remaining In the Indebtedness aue 
ro Lender atter appllcatron or all amounts received trom the exerCise of the rights proVided In {his secnon. 
Tenancy at Sufferance. If Grantor remains In possession at the Properrv arter The Property IS sold as prOVided above or Lender atnerWlse 
becomes entitled to possession ot Ine Property upon default of Gramor. Grantor shall become a tenant at sufrerance ot Lenoer Or l:h~ 
purchaser of the Property and shall, at Lender's optIon, either (1 J pay a reasonable rental tor the use of the Property, or (2) vacate The 
Property immediately upon the demand ot Lender. 
Other Remedies. Lender Shall have all other rights and remedJes provided In this Mortgage or the [\Jore or available at law or In equJ(V· 
Sale of the Property, To the extent permitted bY applicable law. Grantor hereby waives any and aI/ right to have rhe Property rnarshalled. 
In exercising ItS rignts and remedies, Lender shall be free to sell all or any part of the ProoertV together or separatelv, (/1 one sate or bV 
separate sales. Lender shaU be entitled to bid at any public sale on all or any portion of the Property. 
Notice of Sale. Lender shall give Grantor reasonable notice of the time and place of any public sale of the Personal Property or of the trme 
atter which any private sale or other Intended diSPOSition ot the Personal Propeny IS to be maae. Reasonable notice shaH mean notice 
given at Jeast ten (10) days berore the time of the sale or disposition. Any sale or the Personal Property may De made In conjunction wnh 
any sale ot the Real Property. 
Election of Remedies. Election by Lender to pursue any remedy shall not exclude purSUIt of any other remedy. and an elecHon to make 
expenaitures or to take action to perform an obligation ot Grantor under this Mortgage. after Grantor's tailure to perform, shall nOt atiect 
Lender's fight to declare 3 default and exerCise Its remedies. Nothing unaer thIS Mortgage or otherwise shall be construed so as lO limit or 
rest(Jct the rights and remedIes available to Lender follOWing an Event of Detault, or 10 any way TO hmlt or resuict the rtghtS and aoilllY at 
Lender to proceed directly against Grantor andlor against any other co-maker, guarantor, surety or endorser andlor to proceed agaInst any 
other collateral dIrectly or Indirectly securing the Indebtedness, 
Attorneys' Fees: Expenses. If Lender Institutes any suit or action to enforce any at the terms of thIS Mortgage, Lender shall be entltlea to 
reCOver such sum as me court may adJuage reasonable as attorneys' fees at tnal and upon any appeal. Whether or not any court action IS 
Involved, and to tne extant not prohibIted by law, ail reasonable expenses Lender rncurs that In Lender's 00lnl0n are necessary at any TIme 
tor the protection at its Interest or the enforcement of its ngnts shaH become a part at the inaebtedness payable on demand ana ShaH bear 
Interest at the Note rate tram the date of the expenaiture until repard. Expenses covered by thIS paragraon incluoe, wlthour limItation, 
however subject to any limIts under aopllcable law, Lender's reasonaote attorneys' fees and Lender's legal exoenses wnether or not there IS 
a lawsuit, Including reasonable attorneys' tees and expenses for bankruotcv proceedIngs (InclUDing efforts to modify or vacate anv 
automattc stay or inJunction!. appeals, and any antiCiPated post-Judgment collection serVices, tne cost ot searching records, obtaining title 
reports (rncluding foreclosure reports/. surveyors' recons, and aopralsal fees and title Insurance, to the extent permitted by apPlicable lavJ, 
Grantor also will pay any court COSts, in addition to all other sums prOVIded bv law. 
NOTICES. ,4.nv notice reaulred to be given under ThiS MorTgage. including \,\,lthout limitation any notice or aefault and any notle.e of sale shall be 
'jtven In writing, and snail be erfectlve wnen actually delivered, when actually received by teletacslmlle (unless otherWise reqUired by law" when 
ueooslted with a nationally recognized overnight couner. or, d mallea, when aeoosltea In the Unltea Srates mall. as ;;;St clas.-:;, c.::;~;~;~:::: c.~ 
jeglstered mall postage preoald, direCted to me addresses snown near the beginnIng 01 tillS Mortgage. All eOCles Ot nOtices at toreciosure from 
tile nolder Q1 any lien wnJch has pnorlty over thiS lVlortqage shall be sent to Lenaer's address. as .snown near tne beqlnnlng OT tnlS r'~'lort9age. 
":"nv party may r::hange Its address tor nOtices under thrs Mortqage by grvlnq lormal written nrJtlce to the other aaroes. <;oecllvlng t)l;H lhe 
:lurpose ot the notIce IS to cnange the partv S aodress. For nOTIce purposes, Granwr agrees 10 keep Lender InTormed at oil times O~ Grantor s 
c.urrent address. Unless otherWise proVided or reqUired by jaw, Ii tl1ere IS more theln one Grantor, Jny notice GiVen lJy Lenoer to f,nv Grellltor is 
'leerned to be notice ~J!ven 10 all Grantors. -
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. -;-ne tOllowlng mIscellaneous prOVISIons are i:'I part or ttl!S flJlortgage: 
,4mendmems. ThiS f',1ortqage, iOgether With anv Relatea Documents. constrtutes me entire UrKl6rS[anwnq ana agreement or 'Ule ~anles as 
:'J me matters set VHTI'", In tnls Iv·longaoe. ~'jo alteration OT or c.mendmem l--J InIS f.1ortgage snClil be errectlve Unless '~,I"t!n 1:'1 ';:flling end 
'_!gned by tne partv ur DarIleS sougnt to oe Charged or C'ound by t.f-Je alteration or amen(lment. 
Annual Reports. the ,Crooertv JS used klr purooses other man G(antor'~ reSidence, ':Oran1or -:;nail Turnl<;h c;:: :"enaer, 'JOO:l r~OL!est 
. .art!llea siatament 'JT ner uoeratrna Inc:)me r?cervea b'om ~''1e Prnoerrv (wrinG i,)rCtntQf's fJre'Jlt")u~ j'~r:ol ;'ear III ,~ucr, . irl1l 51rl -:--=rBJi <3::: 
.snoer "nail reaUlfe "7'i~i ooeraunq JIIcome" snail mean all casn r':!ce!ots jrom-tne 2rcoert'l I~SS a,l c2,sh exOenClltures maot'! I.' ,,:n(IF.-Ct,un 
.Jlth tile aoeratlon or t:1e Property. 
-:'~aptlon Headin(]s. '::'aotl'ln neaoJnqs In [illS f\l'10rt05ge ere l,)r r:onvenlence rJumoses c.:n!·,' c,na C.,re r',Ij, ~0 c.c I~sed 'ii} InterOi-:?: ':.- ::-a;lr,e i"e 
.rOvISion~ Cd tnls I :iortgaQe 
'.:Ju'JernFng Law, ''-his f,;lortgage will be Qoverned bv federal law aoplicaole 10 Lender and. 10 tile extent !lOt preenulted bv f=oeraJ Jaw. tnE 
,aws or the State at Idaho WrthOUI regard to irS contlicts ot law orovls/ons. ThiS r"longage has been accepteo by Lenoer in {"Ie State OT 
!r:ial1o. 
':::holce at Venue. 
': :31e ;-:: ,JanG. 
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MORTGAGE 
(Continued) Page 5 
Severability. if a COUrt of competent jUrisdiction provIsion 01 this Mortgage to be illegal. Invalid. or as (0 81W 
di"cumsranCt::. ·tha[ rmolng shall not make th~ oftencJrng provIsion illegal. m'v'ahd, or unenforceable as [Q an'.! othf.:r Circums(anc:! If reaslbJe. 
the Qttena:ng 1)(0\'1510.:>11 shall 'Dc consIOc;~d modi tied so that It oecomes legal, valiCl and e:ntorceaJJJ6. If me atTendIng provISIon cannOt bc SC, 
moddled, It snail /Je conSroerecl oelererj from thiS Mongag~. unleSs OtherWIse rC!uulrecJ by loW, th~ dJega"lny, invalidity, or unenrorceablitt'/ 
(II any pro'JIShJn Cf ThiS r\ .. 1ongage shaH not atrect [he legallt~·, validity or enforceabilJly of flny other provIsion of mrS rviongagl::. 
Merger. There snail be no merger or the Interest or estate created by rill:) Mortgage wn!l any other interest Cir estate: In mt: Proueny at an';' 
tllT'!-= held Dy or for rhe benefit ot Lender in any capacity. without rne written conSt:1nt cd Lender. 
Successors and ASSigns, Sub.leer to any IJmltatlons stated In thiS Mortgage on transrer of Gramor's Interest. tt'IS Mon:gage shall be bIndinG 
L.!pon and Inure to {he benetit at the parties. rhelr successors and assigns. II ownershlD of me Propeny becomes vested In i:I person other 
tnan Grantor, Lanoer, V'Jlthout nOtice to Grantor, may deal with Granror's SUCCessors With reference to thiS fVlongage and tne Indebtedness 
bv way at iorbearanr:~ or eX{enSIGn without releaSing Gran(or from me obhgatlons ot thIS Mortgage or lIaolll('l under rhe IndeQ{ednes~. 
Time is of the Essence. TIme IS at the essence In the perrormance of thiS Mortgage. 
Waive Jurv. AU parties to this Mortgage hereby waive the right to any jury trial in allY action, proceeding. Or counterclaim brought by any 
party against any other party. 
Waiver of Homestead Exemption. Grantor hereby releases and waives all rights and benetlls of the homes read exemptIon law~ 01 tnt:: S(ott:: 
of Idal10 as TO all lndeotedness secured by thiS Mortgage. 
DEFINITIONS. The rollowlng capitalized words and terms shall have the follOWIng meanIngs wilen Llsed In thiS fVlortgage. Unless SPECltlCJtlv 
sraled to rhe contrarv, all r8lerenr.es !O dollar amounts sna!l mean amounts In lawful money of thd United Scares of Amenc1.i. Words anCJ rerlllS 
use:] Jrl the SIn[luliH shall IflcJude tne plural. and the pJurnl shall Include the :)lnquler. as the comext may reqUlf!:: Words an(1 terms nor mllefl,NIsl.: 
LleJlned In tillS fvlartgage Shall have rhe meanmqs attflbuted to such terms In the Unltorl1l CommercIal Coae: 
Sorrower. The word "Borrower" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. and Includes all co-signers and co-makers slynlng rhe NOfe dncJ all (heir 
!:ouccessors and assIgns. 
Detault. The worel "Derault" means the Derault set forth In thIS Mortgage tn the section rlrled "Detault". 
Environmental Laws. Tha words "EnVIronmental Laws" mean any al~d aU stare, tederal and local statures, regulatlont. and ordinances 
relalJng to the protection ot human health or the enVlfonment, including without limitation the ComprehenSive EnVironmental Respons8. 
CompensatIon. and l...labliHY Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 9601, et seq. !"CERCLA"L the Super/uno Amenaments ana 
Reaulhonzatlon Act at 1986, PUb. L. No. 99-499 ("SARA"), rhe Hazardous Matenals TransportatIon Act. 49 U.S.C. SeclIon 1801, et seq., 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act,' 42 U.S.C. SectIon 6901, et seq., or other applicable state or teoeral laws. rules. or 
regulations aOopted pursuant thereto. 
Event ot Detault, The words "Event of Default" mean any at the events of detault set torth in thiS Mortgage 111 !he events at default 
section ot thiS Mortgage. 
Grantor. The word "Grantor" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC .. 
Guarantor. The word "Guarantor" means any guarantor, surety. or accommOdation party of any or all of the Indebtedness. 
Guaranty. The word "Guaranty" means the guarantY from Guarantor to Lender, Including wlrhout limitation a guaranty of aU or part of the 
Note. 
Hazardous Substances. The words "HazardOUS Substances" mean materials rhat, because of their quantity, concentration or pnyslcaL 
cnemlcal or InteCI/OUS charscte(/SllCS, may cause or pose a present or potential hazard ro hUman healttl or tile envlronITlt:!n1 ',"\.'nen 
improperly used, treated, stared, disposed or, generated, manufactured. transported or otherWise handled. The words .. Hazardous 
Substances" are used In their very broaoest sense and Include without lImitation any and a/l hazardous or toxic substances. materials or 
Waste as defined by or Jisted under the EnvtronmentaJ Laws. The term "Hazardous Suostances" also Inciudes, without IImitanon. petrOleum 
and perroleum by-proaucrs or any fraction thereot and asbestos. 
Improvements. The word "Improvements" means aU eXisting and tuture improvemenTs. buildmgs, structures, mobile homes affIxed on the 
Real Propeny, faCilities, additions, replacements and other construction on the Real Property. 
Indebtedness. The word "Indebtedness" means a/l Principal, interest. and other amounts, costs and expenses payable under the Note or 
Related Documents, togerher with aU renewals ot, extenSions of. modifications ot. consolidatIons of and substitutions iar the Note or 
Related Documents and any amounts expended or advanced by Lender to discharge Grantor's obligations or expenses Incurred by Lender to 
entorce Grantor's obligations unOer thiS Mortgage, together wirh Interest on such amounts as provloed in this Mortgage. SpeCifIcally, 
without limItation, Indebtedness includes aU amounts that may be lIldirectly secured by The Cross·CollaterallzatJon prOVISIon of rhis 
fvlorrgage. 
Lender. Tile word" Lender" means FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK, ItS successors and assigns. 
Mortgage. The word "Mortgage" means this Mortgage between Grantor and Lender. 
Note. The.word." Note" means the' promissory note dated July 24. 2006. in the original principal amount of $715.162.00 from 
(~rantor to Lenoer, together WIth all renewalS ot, eXtenSions at. modifications of. reTlnancmas ot, consolldattons of, and subStitUtions for 
tl1S promlssorv nOte or agreement. The maturity date at this Mortgage IS July 24, 2008. NOTICE TO GRANTOR: THE NOTE CONTAINS A 
VARIABLE INTEREST RATE. 
Personal Property. The words" Personal Prooertv" mean a/l equipment, ftxtures. and other articles of oersonal property now or hereatter 
owned by Grantor. 2nd novv or hereatter attached or afflxea to the Real Property; toqether with all accessions. parts, and additions to, all 
reolacements at. and all substitutions Tor, anY af such property; and togetner With all proceeas jlncludlng Without limITation all InSurance 
proceeds and rF:!tunds or premlumsl from any sale or other disposition or the Property. 
Property. The word "Property" rneans collecl1vely the Real Property and the Personal Prooerty, 
Real Property. The words "Real Prooeny" mean the real property. Interests and nghtS, ?IS further aescrtbea In thiS Mortgage. 
Related Documents. ';he v./ords "o.e:lated Documents" ;-nean cHI promissory notes. (.Ieun ~L/reemems. luan d(HeernelltS. enVlronment;;I 
·oreemems. SluClrantles. ::;ecumy agreements, mortaages. Ueeds ot HUSt, .:;eCUrlTv oeeds, '~oIlMeral mortC)aaes, and all other InStruments. 
,.:'::Ireements t1nd (locumentS, whether now or ~H'Heatrer eXISting, executed In connection wltn tne Inoebteaness. 
Rp..nts. The 'Nord "Rents" means all present and future rents, revenues, 1Ilcome, Issues. rQval[1eS, [Jroitts. end other Denehts UeflvE:d Irnm 
tile f-'rt:merrv. 
GRANTOR ACKNOWLEDGES HAVING READ ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS MORTGAGE. AND GRANTOR AGREES TO ITS TERMS . 
...:RANTOR· 
;-;AGE ENTERPRIS€S INC. 
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EXHIBIT A 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 13 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wlj2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER 
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; • 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE 
CENTER LINE OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS 
SHOWN ON THE PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 
1,319.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OFTHE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A 
LINE PARALLEL WITH A SO.O FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID U.S. 
HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 39°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A LINE PARALLEL WITH 
AND 60.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 39°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL LINE 587.0 FEET, MORE 
OR LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST qUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST qUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE 
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
YIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.570 :43+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OFTHE SWl/4SE1/4. 
3EING rr10RE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
Page :.. of 2 
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COMMENCING AT. Sl/4CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID AT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND 
WEST BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1j4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SW1/ 4SE1/ 4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94,FEETTO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.39 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES 
NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID SW1 / 4SE1/ 4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH 
BOUNDARY OF SECTION 17 TO THE REAL ?OINT OF BEGINNING: 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET: 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; . 
THENCE SOUTH 39°18'17" EAST :68.00 FEET 70 THE REAL ,:JOINT OF BEGINNING. 
Page 2 of 2 
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RECORDATION REQUESTED BY: 
• FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, 10 83318 
'1." ~ FALLS COUNTY Rr~JEJ FOR: 
FI MERICAN TITLE CO 
4:25:·41 pm 09-13-2007 
2007-022873 
KO. PAGE!: 7 FEE: S2UI 
IRJSTlHA GLASCOCK 
• 
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: coum CLERK 
ATTN: DEBORAH JERKE 
First Federal Savings Bank Main Office 
383 Shoshone St. North 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
SEND TAX NOTICES TO: 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
Burley Branch 
2059 Overland Avenue 
PO Box 970 
Burley, 10 8331 8 
DEPUTY: CHICE 
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE IS FOR RECORDER'S USE ONLY 
MORTGAGE 
THIS MORTGAGE dated September 12. 2007. is made and executed between PAGE ENTERPRISES. INC .• an Idaho 
corporation Ireferred to below as "Grantor") and FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK • whose address is 2059 
Overland Avenue. PO Box 970. Burley. ID 83318 (referred to below as "Lender"). 
GRANT OF MORTGAGE. For valuable consideration. Grantor mortgages. grants. bargains. sells and conveys to Lender a/l of Grantor's right. 
title. and interest in and to the follOWing descnbed real property, together With aU eXisting or subsequently erected or affixed buildings, 
improvements and fixtures~ all easements, rlgtns of way. and appurrenances; aU water, water fights. watercourses and ditCh fights {including 
stock in utilities with ditch or irrigation fights); and all other rights. royalties. and profits relating to the real propertY, including Without limitation 
all minerals, oil. gas, geothermal and similar matters. (the "Real Property") located in Twin Falls County. State of Idaho: 
See Attached Legal Description 
The Real Property or its address is commonly known as Bare Land. Kimberly. ID 83341. 
Grantor presently assigns to Lender all 01 Grantor's right, title. and interest in and to a/l present and future leases of the Property and aU Rents 
from the Property. In addition, Grantor grants to Lender a Uniform Commercial Code secunty interest in the Personal Property and Rents. 
THIS MORTGAGE. INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY INTEREST IN THE RENTS AND PERSONAL PFIOPERTY, IS 
GIVEN TO SECURE 1M PAYMENT OF THE INDEBTEDNESS AND IBI PERFORMANCE OF ANY AND ALL OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE NOTE, 
THE RELATED DOCUMENTS. AND THIS MORTGAGE. THIS MORTGAGE. INCLUDING THE ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS AND THE SECURITY 
INTEFIEST IN THE RENTS :'ND PERSONAL PROPERTY. IS ALSO GIVEN TO SECURE ANY AND All OF GRANTOFl'S OBUGATIONS UNDER 
THAT CERTAIN CONSTRliCTION LOAN AGREEMENT BETWEEN GRANTOR AND LENDER OF EVEN DATE HEREWITH. ANY EVENT OF 
DEFAULT UNDER THE CONSTRUCTION LOAN AGREEMENT, OR ANY OF THE RELATED DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO THEREIN. SHALL ALSO 
BE AN EVENT OF DEFAULT UNDER THIS MORTGAGE. THIS MORTGAGE IS GIVEN AND ACCEPTED ON THE FOLLOWING TERMS: 
PAYMENT AND PERFORMANCE. Except as otherWise provided in this Mortgage, Grantor shaU pay to Lender all amounts secured by this 
Mortgage as they become due and shall strictly perform all of Grantor's obligations under thiS Mortgage, 
POSSESSION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE PROPERTY. Grantor agrees that Grantor's possession and use of the Property shall be governed by 
the following prOVisions; 
Possession and Use. Until the OCCurrence of an Event 01 Default. Grantor may 1.1) remain in possession and control of the Property; (2) 
use, operate or manage the Property; and (31 collect the Rents from the Property, The following proviSions relate to the use of the 
Property or to other hmrtations on the Property. 
Duty to Maintain, Grantor shall maintain the Property In tenantable condition and promptly perform all repairs. replacementS, and 
maintenance necessary to preserve ItS value. 
Compliance With EnVironmental Laws. Grantor represents and warrants to Lender that: (1) DUring the period of Grantor's ownership of 
the Propeny, there has been no use, generation, manufacture. storage. treatment, disposal. release or threatened release of any Hazardous 
Substance bv any person on, under, about or from the Property; (2) Grantor has no knowleoge of. or reason to beheve that there has 
been, exceot as preViously disclosed to and acknowledged bV Lender In wflt;ng. lal any breach or Violation 01 any EnVironmental Laws. 
(b) any use. generation. manutacture. storage. treatment. dIsposal. release or threatened release of any Hazardous Substance on, under, 
about or from the Property by any prior owners or occupants 01 the Prooerty. or ie) {)ny actual or threatened litigatIOn or claims of any 
kind by any person relating to such matters: and (3) Except as prevIous IV cbsclosed to and acknowledged bv Lender In writing, (a) neither 
Grantor nor any tenant, contractor. agent.or other authOTlZed user or the Property snail use. generate. manufacture. store, ,reat, dispose of 
or release any HazardOus Substance on. under, tlbout or from tile Pmoeny; and 10) nnv sucn actrvltv snail be conducted in comphance 
With aU aophcaOle federal, state. and local laws, regulationS and ordinances. Including \Nlthout hmltatlOn <111 EnVironmental Laws. Grantor 
autnonzes Lender and Its agents to enter upon tne Property to make such lnsoeCtlons and tests. dt Grantor'S f:!xoense, oS Lender may deem 
;,opropnate 10 determine comoliance ot tt"le Property wF[h this section at tile Mortgage, Any InspectIOns or tests made by Lender snail be 
Tor Lenders purposes onlv and snail not be construed to create any responsloility or Ilab,hty on the part of Lender to Grantor or to any other 
nerson. The rePresentations and warranties contained herein are based on Grantor s due adlgence In Ilwestigatrng {,"Ie Property for 
Hazardous Substances. Grantor hereby (') releases and v ..... 2t1ves any future Claims against Lender for Indemnity or contrrbutlon )n the 
I~vent Grantor becomes Ilaole for cleanuQ or other costs under any such laws: and (2) .,qrees to indemnity. defend. and hold harmless 
Lender 3qalnst any ano all claims, :osses. Irabllitles, damaqes. penalties, dnd p.xoenses wnlcn Lenaer mav directly or Indirectly sustain or 
,uffer resulting from a breach Of thIS section of the Mortgage or dS a consequence or any use. 'Jeneratlon. manuracture, storage. disposal, 
release or tl'lreatened release occurring pnor 1:0 Grantor's ownershro or Interest If" Ihe ProoertV, ··; ... nether or not the same was or snould 
"'ave been known to Grantor. -he provISions or this section at the Mortgaqe, Inr:ludlnq the Dbtl9allon ta Indemnilv and cefend, s.1all survive 
"he payment at ~he Inaebtedness and the satlsfactton and reconveyance oi lhe lien Of t'1IS Iv10rtqage and snall nOt be affected by Lender's 
.jCqulsltlon or any rnterest In 1he Prooertv, ·.vnether bv roreclosure or otnarWISC. 
"Juisance, Waste. :Jramor shaH not cause. conduct or permn any r'Ulsanc~ nor commit. ;.,;errrH(, sr suder lo1V srnoomq at or vl/aste on or to 
-,he Prooertv or ;:;nv portion cf tne Prooertv. ::VlthOut hmltlnQ {.'le ceneralllv Cf ("Ie !0reqorno, :'antor '.Vtli not remove. ')r qranr to anv other 
Jartv 1i'1e nqht to remove, any limoer, minerals ~Inctualng 011-.1011 9-a51, \.;ost. CI,W, =OCQna. 3')11. l~ra"~1 Gr rock oroauctS ... ".nhOut Lenoer's Dnor 
'.'unten consent. 
Removal ot Imorovements. 'Jrantor snail r·m oemol'sn or r~rnav~ nnv l"'orolJ~ments ircm ;'1~ ~~al Prooert'l '."'JItr"Clut :..::naer·s Dnar wrrHen 
:on')ent, ':"s a conolt!cn !::) t;,e remov?,: ci ony ,morQvEm.gnts. _eno':!! r-,av r~Gu,r(; Grar,tDr - i rna.'",e or(cnqemen1:5 ::.a(ISjact;:;rv 1:0 Lenaer to 
·~Olace such ImDrO'lem~nts \~.'ltn ImorOVcm'2nt5 (J! (:; :~as: -=-'_H" a I \::'I1Ue. 
'_enders Right to Enter. _=r.der ana L":!na~r'~ naents si1d reores,=ntatl'/es ,"";laY ~"1t'!'!' '_:;or, ·r~ ;::J,~31 ::;r'Joert'l ;::'1 all r::;as0l1-30Ie t.mes r'J cttend 
-.J lender:: ,il{erests. and tl) Insoect :'"ie ~eal Prooen'! 'oJr ourpcses of Gr3nrc-r :: ;,:orr.c::a,1::p ':Jltn ["Ie terms iJnd conOltl~ns Qi ~ .. 'IS r:~orrgage. 
C:omcliance with Governmental Reauirements . .3rantc::r :nall cromor(v r..:om[)IV '.' ... r'" Ad '::"NS. ,]rG!r,.:;,v:es. 3no r~guraLlon3. -:-,')'N (.1 ;1er'3aner 
.n effect, ,)t all Jovernmentat aulhor-t'.es ~oollcaOle t') lhe 'JS2 ·lr ::C:CUDar:c',1 :]f :he .::'iJocr:','. :r.CIL.:dmg ·';;Iilout i:ml~3tlon. ".n~ Arneflcans 
:-. 
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MORTGAGE 
(Continued) Page 2 
With I I Act. Gramor may camest in good faith any such law. or regulation and withhold compliance during any 
proceeding, including appropriate appeals, so long as Grantor has notified Lender In writing prior to dOing so and so long as, in Lender's 
sale opinion, Lender's Interests in the Property are not jeopardi7ed. Lender may require Grantor to post adequate security or a surety bond. 
reasonably satisfactory to Lender, to protect Lender's interest. 
Duty to Protect. Grantor agrees neither to abandon or leave unattended Ihe Property. Grantor shall do all other acts, In addition to those 
acts set forth above in this section. which from the character and use of the Property are reasonably necessary to protect and preserve the 
Property. 
TAXES AND LIENS. The following provisions relating to the taxes and liens on the Property are part of this Mortgage: 
Payment. Grantor shall pay when due land in all events prior to delinquency) all taxes, payroll taxes, speCial taxes, assessments, water 
charges and sewer service charges leVied against or On account of the Property, and shall pay when due all claims for work done on or for 
services rendered or material furnished co the Properry, Granror shall mainraln the Property free of any liens havmg priority over or equaJ [0 
the interest of Lender under this Mortgage. except for the EXisting Indebtedness referred to in thiS Mortgage or those liens specifically 
agreed to in writing by Lender. and except for the lien of taxes and assessments not due as further specified in the Right to Contest 
paragraph. 
Right to Contest. Grantor may withhold payment of any tax, assessment. or claim in connection with a good faith dispute over the 
obligation to pay, so long as Lender's interest in the Property is not Jeopardized, I r a lien arises or is filed as a result of nonpayment. 
Grantor shall Within titteen f 15) days after the lien arrses or, if a lien is filed. WithIn fifteen (15) days alter Granror has notice of the filing, 
secure the discharge of the lien. or If requested by Lender. deposit with Lender cash or a sufficient corporate surety bond or other security 
satlstactory to Lender In an amount sufficient to discharge the lien plus any costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, or other charges that 
eQuid accrue as a result of a foreclosure or sale under the lien. In any contest. Grantor shall defend Itself and Lender and shall satisfy any 
adverse judgment belore enforcement against the Property. Grilntor shall name Lender as an additional obligee under any surety bond 
furnished in the contest proceedings. 
Evidence of Payment. Grantor shan upon demand furnish to Lender satisfactory evidence of payment 01 the taxes or assessments and shall 
authorize the approprrate governmental official to deliver to Lender at any time a written statement at [he taxes and assessments agarnst 
the Property, 
NoticB of Construction. Gra~tor shall notify Lender at least fifteen /151 days belore any work is commenced, any services are furnished, or 
any materials are supplied to the Property, if any mechanic's lien, materialmen's lien. or other lien could be assert(~d a:n account of the 
work. services, or materials and the cost exceeds $10.000,00. Grantor WIll upon request of lender furnish to Lender cmvance assurances 
satisfactory to Lender that Grantor can and will pay the cost at such improvements. 
PROPERTY DAMAGE INSURANCE. The follOWing proviSions relating to insuring the Property are a port 01 this Mortgage: 
Maintenance of Insurance. Grantor shall procure and maintain poliCies of fire Insurance with standard extended coverage endorsements on 
a replacement basis for the full insurable value covering all Improvements on the Real Property in an amount sufficient to avoid application 
of any coinsurance clause. and with a standard mortgagee clause in favor at Lender. Grantor shall also procure and maintain 
comprehensive general liability Insurance in such coverage amounts as Lender may request with Lender being named as additional insuredS 
in such liability insurance policies. Additionally. Grantor shall maintain such other insurance. including but not limited to hdzard. business 
Interruption and boiler Insurance as Lender may reqUIre. PoliCies shall be written by such insurance companres and in such torm as may be 
reasonably acceptable to Lender. Grantor shall deliver to Lender certificates of coverage from each Insurer containing a stipulation that 
coverage will not be cancelled or diminished without a minimum of fifteen (15) days' prior written notice to Lender and not containing any 
disclaimer of the insurer's liability for failure to give such notice. Each Insurance policy also shaH include an endorsement providing that 
coverage in favor of Lender will not be impaired in any way by any act. omission or default of Grantor or any other person. Should the Real 
Property be located in an area deSignated by the Director of the Federal Emergency Management Agency as a special flood hazard area. 
Grantor agrees to obtam and maintain Federal Flood Insurance, if available. for the full uncald principal balance of the loan and any prior 
liens on the property securing the loan, up to the maximum policy limits set under the National Flood Insurance Program, or as otherWise 
reQuired by Lender. and to maintain such insurance for the term of the loan. 
Application of Proceeds. Grantor shall promptly notify Lender of any loss or damage to the Property. Lender may make proof of loss if 
Grantor fails to do so within fifteen (15) days of the casualty. Whether or not Lender's secuflty is impaired, Lender may. at Lender'S 
election, receive and retain the proceeds of any insurance and apply the proceeds to the reduction of the Indebtedness. payment of any lien 
affecting the Property, or the restoration and repair of the Property. If Lender elects to apply the proceeds to restoration and repair, Grantor 
shall repair or replace the damaged or destroyed Improvements In a manner satIsfactory to Lender, Lender shan, upon satlsfactorv proof of 
such expenditure, payor reimburse Grantor from the proceeds for the reasonable cost af repair or restoration if Grantor 15 not in default 
under this Mortgage. Any proceeds which have not been disbursed Within 180 aays after their receIpt and which Lender has not 
committed to the repal( or restoration of the Property shall be used first to pay any amount owmg to Lender under this Mortgage, then to 
pay accrued interest. and the remainder, if any. snail be applied to the prinCipal balance of the Indebtedness, If Lender holds any proceeds 
after payment in full at the Indebtedness. such proceeds shall be paid to Grantor as Grantor's; interests may appear. 
Compliance with Existing Indebtedness. During the period in which any ExiSting Indebtedness deSCllbed below is in effect, compliance with 
the-insurance- prOVIsions contained in the Instrument evidencing such EXIsting Indebtedness shall constItute compliance With the insurance 
proviSions under this Mortgage, to the extent compliance WIth the terms of thiS Mortgage would constitute a duplication af insurance 
requirement. If any proceeds from the insurance become payable on loss. the provLslons In this Mortgage for aivlslon of proceeds shall 
apply only to that portion of the proceeds not payable to the holder of the EXisting Indehtedness. 
Grantor's Report on Insurance. Upon request of Lender. however not more than once a year, Grantor shall furnish to Lender a report on 
each existing pohcy of insurance shOWing: (1) the name ot the Insurer; (21 the rrsks insured: (3) the amount of the polley; (41 the 
property Lnsured. rne then current replacement value of such property, and the manner ot aelermlnlng trlat value; and (5) the expIration 
oate of the policy. Grantor shall, upon request of Lender, have an independent appraIser satisfactory to Lender determine the cash value 
reolacement cost of the Prooerty. 
LENDER'S EXPENDITURES. It any action or proceedIng IS commenced that would materiallv atfect Lender's Interest In the Property Dr If Grantor 
falls to comply with any prOVISIOn (d this Mortgage or (lnV Helated Documents, Including but nOl (Lmlteu to Gr<1ntor's failure to cOCTloly wLth any 
obligation to maintain EXlstlnq Indebtedness In qood stanolnq ?IS f~qulrp.o l)elow, or to dlschmge or pav when aue any amounts Grantor IS 
reqUired to discharge or pav under this Mortqage or anv Rp./ared Documents, Lenoer on Grantor's behalf may (but snail flOI be obbfJated to) take 
any action that Lender deems apprOPriate, Including but not IIIT'IIteo to oLscnClrg!nC) or oaylnq oil taxes, liens, secuoty Interests, encumbrances 
and other claLms. at tiny time leVIed or placed on the PrOperty and oaVlng all costs lor insuring. rlalntalnlng fino preserving the Property. All 
such exoendltures Incurred or paid by Lender tOr such purooses Will then bear lnterest at the (ate cnarged unaer the Note tram the date Incurred 
Of paid by Lender to the date Of reoayment by Grantor. All sucn expenses wLiI become CI va" of t.1e Il'1debtedness and, Jt Lender's oPtIon. Will 
lAI be pavable on aemand; ,8; De added to tl1e oalance of the Note and be aoportloned among and be oavaole ,-,vlth any Installment payments 
:0 iJecome due dUring either (1) the term of nny ClPplrcaole Insurance policy; Gr :2) q1e remalnlnq tarm of the foJote: or ;e) 0e treated as a 
calloon oayment I.vnlch Wlli be due ana payable at the Note's maturrtv. :he Mortqaqe also voIlli secure payment or chese amounts. Such fight 
snail be In addition to all other rights and remedIes to Itvnfch Lenoer mav be entitled lJoon Default. 
WARRANTY: DEFENSE OF TITLE. :he fotlowlnq prOVISions relatrng to ownership or the Prooenv ore n DuTl of lhfs Mortgage: 
Title. <;,antor 'Narrants !hat: 'al Grantor holds gOOd and Marketaole f,tie Gf record t·J t~e PrQnenv 1'1 iee SimOIC, ;ree and clear 01 211 liens 
::nd encumbrances omer than those Set Il)rth In tne Real Prooertv descflotlon or 1:1 t,1e EXlstino Indebtedness section belOW U In any t:tle 
l'1surance pOliCY, :nle r~oart. I;r hnal t'tle OOlnlon Issued in t:)vQr 'Jr, 3nO acceoted by .... enoCl(-l,'l connection \~Jli:h thiS t.·1artgage, Jnd :b) 
;:rantor h;:tS the fuli fight. power, and autnr;nt'l n execute and deliver tnlS Mortgage tl) Lenoer, 
Gefense ot Title. ~ublect to t~e exceotlon in t"'e paragraon <::Dove, ·~riln{Or warrants B'1d \";111 f:lrev~r :::efend \,e title to; tr.e Pronertv 2qalnst 
:1e lawtu! claIms cf atl oersons. :r"\ the event anY action or oroceeomg I") r:ommenceo tt·",at questions Grar.tor'~ tlile or th~ Interest Cl Lender 
'..;nder ·"'5 ~ .. 1ortcage. =:ramor :;,'"I3!1 cefenn ~~':! '5-'=~I~n 2[ ::r03nro~·~ ;;xoenS2. :::rantor '-'av :.,2 :nt:: f'Or1lnat oartv '-'l SlJcn orcceeoLng. :.:ut 
:_enaer snaIl te e'irltlea tr) can:clOate If' tr.~ c,roceeulnq c'1a tJ c'=! r~r:HeSent~a In r.n':! cro':E:carnr;J C': ,=ounSEI Ci Lenaer"~ r;',",n cn:')lce, snd 
-::;,antor ·.·:ILt r::elrver. :r cause \,j t·e ~1ell'Jerea. :"} Lenaer ~.JCI1 Irstruments .:",s _~nder .'":"lav ·-:-(lUCSt "om \.rne to 1 rr~ ::j r-ermlt Swcn 
::arnCIQa(ron. 
Comciiance With Laws. :3rantar warrants mat :t"le =~C:Dertv ;;nn Grantor·.:; ...:':ie C:" :;-e P'n:;ertv :;crnolll:~S ?"th all e.xlstlng 2ophcaole 'dWS. 
·YCLnances. ana r;:gulatlOns aT governmental autharlt'cs. 
Survival of Representations and Warranties. "':"il 'eo~esent;;!lcns, ·:Iarrantr~s. :'ind r:greem,:;nts made i.JV ·"3ramor In thiS ~·ilor~gage sr.all 
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MORTGAGE 
(Continued) 
receiver 1 part of Grantor's property. any assignment for the benefit Qf c 
of any proceeding under any bankruptcy or insolvency laws by or against Grantor. 
Page 4 
(lny type of creditor workout, or [he commencement 
Creditor or For1eiture Proceedings. Commencement of foreclosure or forfeiture proceedings. whether by judicial proceeding. self.help, 
repossession or an~ other method, by any creditor at Grantor or by any governmenral agency ~gainst any property securing the 
Indebtedness. This Includes a garnishment of any of Grantor's accounrs, Including deposit accounts. with Lender. However, this Event of 
Default shall not apply if there is a good faith dispute by Grantor as to the validrty or reasonableness at the cfalm whicn is the baSIS of the 
creditor or forfeiture proceeding and it Grantor gives Lender written notice of the creditor or forfeiture proceeding and deposits with Lender 
monies or a surety bond for the creditor or forfeiture proceeding. in an amount determined by Lender, In its safe discretIon, as beIng an 
adequate reserve or bond for the dispute. . 
Existing Indebtedness. The payment of any installment of principal or any interest on the Existing Indebtedness is not made within the time 
required by the promissory note eVIdencing such indebtedness, or a default occurs under the rnstrument securing such indebtedness and IS 
not cured dunng any apphcable grace peflod in such instrument, or any surt or other action IS commenced to foreclose any existing lien on 
the Property. 
Breach of Other Agleement. Any breach by Grantor under the terms at any other agreement between Grantor and Lender that is not 
remedied within any grace period prOVided therein, Including without lImitation any agreement concerning any indebtedness or other 
obligation of Grantor to Lender, whether eXisting now or later. 
Events Affecting Guarantor. Any of the preceding events occurs with respect to any Guarantor at any of the Indebtedness or any 
Guarantor dies or becomes incompetent, or revokes or disputes the valIdity of, or liability under, any Guaranty of the Indebtedness. In the 
event of a death. Lender, at its option, may, but shall not be requlfed to. permit the Guarantor's estate to assume unconditionally the 
obligations ansing under the guaranty in a manner satisfactory to Lender. and, ,n dOIng so, cure any Event of Detault. 
Adverse Change. A material adverse change occurs in Grantor's finanCIal conditIon, or lender believes the prospect of payment or 
performance of the Indebtedness IS impaired. 
Insecurity. Lender in good faith believes i[self insecure. 
RIGHTS AND REMEDIES ON DEFAULT. Upon the occurrence at an Event of Oetault and at any time therealier, Lender, at Lendllr's option, may 
exercise anyone or more of the follOWing rights and remedies, in addition to any other rights or remedies prOVided by lilW: 
Accelerate Indebtedness. Lender shall have the right at its option without notice to Grantor to declare the entire Indeb~dness immediately 
due and payable, including any prepayment penalty which Grantor would be required [0 pay. 
UCC· Remedies. With respect to all or any part ot the PersonaJ Property. Lender shall have aU the rights and remedies at a secured party 
under the Uniform CommerCial Code. 
Collect Rents. Lender shall have the right, without notice to Gramor. to taka possession of the Property and collect the Rents, including 
amounts past due and unpaid. and apply the net proceeds. over and above Lender's costs. against the Indebtedness. In furtherance at this 
right, Lender may require any tenant or other user of the Property to make payments of rent or use fees directly to Lender. If the Rents are 
collected by Lender, then Grantor lrrevocaoly designates Lender as Grantor's attorney-in-fact to endorse instruments received in payment 
thereof In the name of Grantor and to negotiate the same and collect the proceeds. Payments by tenants or other users to Lender in 
response to Lender's demand shall satisfy the obligations for whiCh rhe pl:iyments are made, whether or not any proper grounds for the 
demand existed. Lender may exercise its rights under this subparagraph either in person, by agent. or through a receiver. 
Appoint Receiver. Lender shall have the right to have a receiver appointed [0 take possession of aU or any part of the Property, with the 
power to protect and preserve the Property, to operate the Property preceding foreclosure or sale, and to collect the Rents from the 
Property and apply the proceeds, over and above the cost of the receivership, against the Indebtedness. The receiver may serve without 
bond if permitted by law, Lender's right to the apPointment of a receiver shalt eXist whether or not the apparent value of the Property 
exceeds the Indebtedness by a substantial amount. Employment by Lender shall not disqualify a person from serving as a receiver. 
Judicial Foreclosure. Lender may obtain a Judicial decree foreciosI09 Grantor's interest in all or any part of the Property, 
Nonjudicial Sale. If permitted by applicable law. Lender may foreclose Grantor's interest in all or in any part at the Personal Property or the 
Real Property by non-judicial sale. 
Deficiency Judgment. If permitted by applicable law, Lender may obtain a judgm~nt for any defiCIency remaining in the Indebtedness due 
to Lender atter application of aU amounts received from the exercise ot the rights prOVided in this section. 
Tenancy at Sufferance. If Grantor remains In possession of the Property after the Property is sold as provided above or Lender otherWIse 
becomes entitled to possession of the Property upon default at Grantor, Grantor shalf become a tenant at sufferance at lender or the 
purchaser of the Property and shall, at Lender's aptian. either (11 pay a reasonable rental tor the use ot the Prooerty, or (2) vacate the 
Property immediately upon the demand of Lender. . 
Other Remedies. Lender shall have all other rights and remedies proVided in this Mortgage or the Note or avallabfe at law or in equity. 
Sale of the Property. To the extent permitted by applicable law, Grantor hereby waives any and aU right to have the Prooerty marshalled. 
In exerCising its rrghts and remedies. Lenoer shall be free to sell aJl or any pan of the Property together or separately. In one sale or by 
separate sales. Lender shall be entitled to bid at any pUblic sale on all or any portion at the Property. 
Notice of Sale. Lender snail give Grantor reasonable notice of the ume and place of any public sale of the Pp.rsonal Property or of the time 
after which any private sale or other intended dIsposition 01 the Personal Property IS to be made. Reasonable notice shall mean notice 
given at least ten (101 days before the time of the sale or disposition. Any sale of the Personal Property may be made In conlunction With 
any sale 0 f the Real Property. 
Election of Remedies. Election by Lender to pursue any remedy shall not exclude purSUIt of any other remedy, and an election to make 
expenditures or to take action to perform an obligation of Grllntor under this Mortqage, alter Grantor's failure to perform. shall not affect 
lencler's fight to declare a detault and exercise Its remedies. Nothing under thIS Mortgage or otherWise stlajl be construed so as to limit or 
restrict the nghts and remedIes available 1.0 Lender foJlowln9 an Event of Oefault, or In any way 1O limit or restrict the fIghts and at)lltly of 
lenoer to proceed dlrectlv against Grantor and/or against any other co·maker. guarantor. surety or endorser and/or to proceed against any 
arher collateral directly or indirectly securrng the Indebtedness. 
Attornevs' Fees: Expenses. If Lender instItutes any SUI{ or action to entorce any of the tPorms of thiS Mortgage, Lender snail be entitled to 
recover such sum as the court may ad!uage reasonable oS attorneys' tees at tria! ana upon Clny appeal. Whether Qr not any court action IS 
Involved, and to the extem not prohIbited by jaw, 2HI reasonao!e expenses Lender Incurs that rn lender's oplmon are necessary at any time 
for the protection or Its Interest or the enforcement of iiS fights snail become a part of the IndebteClness pavtlole on aemand and shaH bear 
interest at the Note rate trom the oate at the expenditure until repaid. ::xpenses covered by thIS iJaragraph Include. WIthout limitation. 
!'owever subject to any limns under appllcaole law. Lenders reasonable flttorneyS' fees and lenoers legal expenses 'v'lhether or not there IS 
a lawsuit, mr:ludlng reasonable '=;ftornevs' fees ano eXDenses inr bankruptcy proceedIngs l.nCludlOq effOrts to modify or vacate any 
automatIC stay or InfunC1lOnl. aQpealS, and any antlcloated r.;asr·tudgment coilectlon servrces, :he COSt of searching records, obtaining tltfe 
reoorts (IncluQlng foreclosure reoortsl, sur .... evors' r~oo({s. and {lopralSal f~cs ana title Insurance. :0 {he extent permitted by aoplleanle law. 
f:Jrantor alSo Will pay any coun costs, In aoaltlon to all CHh~r sums prOVIded bv law. 
NOTICES . . ~nv notIce reoulted to be 91ven r..:noer thIS /\>10rtgaqc. Inr.ludlnq Without lim,taOon nnv notIce of default ?na clnv notice Of sale shall be 
·]/ .... en In wr![tno. Jnd snail be eTI~ctlve wnen actuallv oellvered. ·.'Jnen actuallv receIved bv telelcrcslmlle !UnleSS otnerWlse r~aulred bv I(lwl. \·Jhen 
(~eOOSlted wltn ,J natIonally r~coonlzea overnloht r:ourler. u .. mallp.o. when rleooslted In T.,e Linnea States rial!. 2.S ilrsl class. certriled or 
reqlstereO r.1all Dostage creoalo. d'lreCtrea tl) In'; addresses shown near r,"e teqlnntnq of trliS Mortgage. ":"Ij copIes 01 rouces 01 foreclosure i~o.on 
:'19 t"HJfder Ct 2nv II~n wr.lch has ortOfitv over tnlS I''/'ortqage Shall be sent '.") Lenoer's address. as snown np.Clr tr)e beqlnnlnq of tnlS tAongage . 
. ":"ny part'! Mav -:nanae liS aaoress :'Jr n(HICES unaer ::11$ t.1ort~age CV r;lvlng i'"Jrmrll '.'Jrmen nOtice t'J :ne otner cartles, 30eCrlVlnq that i"1e 
·;urpose c1 !'"'e nctH:e-lS TO cnange the carty s aodress. e nr -I)tlce curooses. :::;rantor ::gr~p.s to Keep Lenacr Intorm~a at ell tImes or Grantors 
:urren;. aadress. ,jnless ctnerWlse CfOVlaea or reaulreo tv .JIII. ! ~nN~ IS r.-:ore man on~ (;;an(or. cn'! notice gIven bv Lenner t[) any Grantor's 
·,eemeCl t:l be (1:Jtlce ~Iv~n to all G'antors. 
rJ1ISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS, -h~ 1':!liowlnC) r:1ISCellaneous prOVISIons are a Dar"; Cl {,,",:s ft1nrtqs<Je: 
Amendments, -:-hls 1'.;1ortoaae. together ·.·.·,th anY '=\elateC C·:.:.c~m~r.r.s. ::cns~rw[F.S {'e c ... ·n·re unuerstandrna and aQ'eement ot t!1e canles es 
~o me matters set form ,~" tnls ,v.ortoaae. 'Jo alteration .~t ,)r a:r.enamenl ::J tnlS ;' .. ':orrnaqc shall be Ert~Ct, ..... c u~less 'Jlven 1:'1 oVrr:lng ano 
slgneo oy the parN or parties sOugnt Jto -ce Chargee or baunC bv tne iilteratlon or Jrner.o~en:. ., 
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Annual Reports. It the Property is used For purposes other than Grantor's residence. Grantor shan furnish to Lender, upon request, a 
certified statement 01 net operating income receIved trom the Property dunng Gramor's previous fiscal year In such form and detail as 
Lender shall require. "Net operating income" shall mean all cash receipts from the Property less all cash expenditures made in connection 
with the operatIon of the Property. 
Caption Headings. Caption headings in this Mortgage are for convenience purposes only and are not to be used to interpret or define the 
proVisions of this Mortgage. 
Governing Law. This Mortgage will be governed bV federal Jaw applicable to Lender and, to the extent not preempted by federaJ law. the 
laws of the Stata of Idaho without regard to its conflicts of law prOVisions. This Mortgage has been accepted by Lender in the State of 
Idaho. 
Cholce of Venue. It there is a lawsuit. Grantor agrees upon Lender's request to submit to the Jurisdiction 01 the courts of Cassia County. 
State of Idaho_ 
No Waiver by Lander. Lender shall nor be deemed to have waived any rights under this Mortgage unless such waiver is given in writing 
and signed by Lender. No delay or omission on the part of Lender in exercising any right sh~J/ operate as a waiver of such right or any 
other right. A waiver by Lender of a provision of this Mortgage shall not prejudice or constl[ute a waiver of lender'S right otherwise to 
demand strict compliance with that provision or any other proviSion of {hiS Mortgage. No prior waiver by lender, nor any course of dealing 
between Lender and Grantor. shall constitute a waiver of any 01 Lender's righ[s or of any of Gramer's obligations as to any futUre 
transactions. Whenever the consent of Lender is requnod under this Mortgage, the granting of such consent by Lender in any instance 
shall not constitute contJOUlng consent to subsequent instances where such consent is required and in all caseS such consent may be 
granted or withheld in the sale discretion of lender. 
Severability. If a court of competent jurisdiction finds any provision of {his Mortgage to be illegal, invalid. or unenforceable as to any 
circumstance, that finding shall not make the offending proviSion illegal. invalid, or uncnlarccable as to any other circumstance. If feasible. 
the offending provision shall be conSidered modified so that it becomes legal, valid and enforceable. If the offending proviSion cannot be so 
modified, it shall be considered deleted from this Mortgage. Unless otherWIse reqUired bv taw, the illegalitv. invaliditV. or unenlorceabdity 
of any prOVISion of this Mortgage shall not affect the legality, validity or enforceability at any other provision of this Mortgage. 
Merger, There shall be no merger of the Interest or estate created by this Mortgage with any other interest or estate in the Property at any 
tIme held by or for the benefit of Lender in any capacity. without the written consent at Lender. 
Successors and Assigns. Sub;ect to any limitations stated in this Mortgage on transter of Grantor's interest. rhls Mortgage shaJl be binding 
upon and inure to the benefit of the parties. their successors and assigns. It ownership of the Property becomes vested In a person other 
than Grantor, lender. without notice to Grantor, may deal wirh Grantor's succeSSors With reference to this Mortgage and the Indebtedness 
by way of torbearance or extenSion Without releaSing Grantor from the obligations of thiS Mortgage or liabIlity under the Indebtedness. 
TIme is of the Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of this Mortgage. 
Waive Jury. All parties to this Mortgage hereby waive the right to any jury trial in any action. proceeding. or counterclaim brought by any 
party against any other party. 
Waiver of Homestead Exemption. Grantor hereby releases and waives all rights and benefits of the homestead exemption laws at the State 
of Idaho as to all Indebtedness secured by this Mortgage. 
DEFINITIONS. The following capitalized words and terms shall have the follOWing meanings when used in this Mortgage. Unless specifically 
stated to the contrary. aU references to dollar amounts shall mean amounts in lawful money of the United States of America. Words and terms 
used in the singular shall include the plural. and the plural shall include the singular, as the context may require. Words and terms not otherwise 
defined in this Mortgage shall have the meanings anribumd to such terms in the Uniform Commercial Code: 
Borrower. The word "Borrower'" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC. and includes all co·signers and co·makers signing the Note and aU their 
successors and assigns. 
Default. The word "Default'" means 1he Default set forth in this Mortgage in the section titled "Oefault". 
Environmental Laws. The words "Environmental Laws" mean any and all state, federal and local statutes. regulations and ordinances 
relating to the protection of human health or the environment. including without limitation the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act at 1980, as amended. 42 U,S,C_ Section 9601, at seq. ("CEACLA"l, the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act at 1986. Pub. L. No. 99-499 ('SARA"), the HazardOUS Materials Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. Section 1801. et seq., 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. 42 U.S.C. Section 6901, et seq .• or other applicable state or federal laws, rules, or 
regulations adopted pursuant thereto. 
Event of Oefault. The words "Event of De1ault" mean any of the events of default set forth in this Mortgage in the events of default 
section of this Mortgage. 
Existing Indebtedness. The words "ExistIng Indebtedness" mean the indebtedness descnbed in the Existing Liens provision of this 
Mortgage. 
Granto" The word "Grantor" means PAGE ENTERPRISES INC .. 
Guarantor. ihe word "GuarantQr~ means any guarantor, surety. or accommoaation party oj any or all at the Indebtedness. 
Guaranty. The word "Guaranty" means the guaranty from Guarantor to Lendar, incluaing INlthout limitation a guaranty of all or part of the 
Note. 
Hazardous Substances. The words MHazardous Substances" mean matenals that. because of thelf quantity. concentration or phYSical, 
chemical or InfectiouS characteristics. may cause or pose a present or potential hazard to human health or the environment when 
improperly used, treated, stored, OIsposed at. generated, manufactured. transported 01 otherWise handled. The words "Hazardous 
Substances" are used in thetr very broadest sense and inClude without lirmtatlon any and all hazardous or 10XIC substances. matellalS or 
waste as defined by or hsted under the EnVironmental Laws. The term "Hazardous Substances" also Includes. Without limitatiOn, petroleum 
and petroleum by-prodUctS or nny fraction thereot snd asbestos. 
Improvements. The word "rmorovements" means aU eXisting and future Imorovements, buildings, structures. mobile homes affixed on [he 
,qeal Prooerty, faCilities. additions. replacements ana other conStrUction on the Real Property. 
Indebtedness. The word "Indebtedness" :neans all pf/nelcal, Interest, and other amounts, casts and expenses oayaole under the Note or 
Related Documents, together WIth 0'3/1 renewals of, extenSIOns 01, modIfications of, consolidations of and substitutions ifJr ihe Note or 
Helated Documents and anv amountS expended or advanced by lender to Olscharge Grantor's obligations or expenses Incurred by Lender to 
~ntorce Grantor'S obligatIons under this Mortgaqe. together with Interest on such amounts as oTQvlded in thIS Mortgage. 
Lender. The word "Lender" m~ans FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK, Its successors and assigns. 
Mortgage. The word "r.1ortgage·' means this Mortgage between Grantor and Lender. 
Note. "7he 'llord "I'lote" means (he oromlssorv note ;Jared Seotember 12. 2007. in the originaj principal amount of 
$1,128.187,00 from GranTor ~o Lender, :ogerher WIth ali renewals d, extensIons ai, modifications CI, :efmanclngs ot, .:onsolldatJons 
~f, "',no substitutions for -:.I")e promissory nore cr ,Jgreement. 7Me matu(l(y date l1f U'IS Mortgaqe IS ';anuary 28, 2011. NOTICE TO 
GRANTOR: THE NOTE CONTAINS A VARIABLE INTEREST RATE, 
?ersonal ProDerty. -he woras ., ::J~rsonal Prooertv" rnean ';:11 eqUioment, fixtures. and ether <lrtlcles 01 cersonal mocertv now or herearter 
swned bv i..:Jrantor, and now or h~reafter attached cr ajfixed to the fieal Frooert'l; t:Jgetner "'!lth fill i1Ccesslons. parts, ",nO auditions to, 2.(( 
'eOl8cements ct, and all suOStitutlons for, :,mv c·t .'3ucn crooertv; ?no ngether ... ·,Ilrh nil oroceeas "nCluOlng ","litnout limitation all nSurance 
QfoceeCls Cino refunas ot C'fem,umSI from anv sale or fJtner CrSOOSltron Of ~re Prooertv. 
°rooerty. -he word "Procerty" means collectlvelv me N~al Proaertv 2nD t1e Person;'"]1 Pr~oefTv. 
Real Prooertv. -;-e 'Norcs "qear PrODertv" ~~an t~e '~aj Drcaerrv. I.-,i~rests and nqh!.s. 55 1:;rtne.r rip.3CflDed In ~jlS iAongage. 
=.elated Documents. -:-,e '.'Ioras ":::l;~tateo Documents' ~,ean ;:ill :.rcmISS::"'1 :-.o'tes. :redlt =::are'E!mcnts. l'Jan .:;qreemems, -?nvlfonmental 
3greemems. ';uarantres. :;ecumv ;:greements. 110rtqages. cJeedS ,.:.t 1,USt. ~~~untv ceeos. ::oll~teral mortgages. ana all ether L'1struments. 
;;gr~ements ana documents. :mether no'JV or nerealter eXlstlOg, e)(ecutea;!l ::onneCltOn v-Jtth the :nd.~Qteaness. 
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Rents. The word "Rents· means all preSent and future rents, revenues, income, issues, royalties, profits, and other benefits derived from th  Property. 
GRANTOR ACKNOWLEDGES HAVING READ ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS MORTGAGE, AND GRANTOR AGREES TO ITS TERMS. 
GRANTOR: 
CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
ISS 
COUNTY OF ~~ .... 
-------
On this /,2... dayol ~~!.~ ______ , in the year 20 ~_, before me ~_!""'~£",;/,./ 
. , a notary public In and lor the State 01 Idaho, personally appeared Glen Page, Pre .. dent of PAGE ENTERPRISES IN;rC'.-=.:::n:::d"S"i'""'P'-:.:::g-:.-, "S-:.c::Cr:::.-:::tary at PA GE ENTERPRISES INC .. known or identified to me lor proved to me on the oath 01 
), to be authorized signers of PAGE ENTERPRISES INC .. the corporation that eXflciited the~~i-:n"'st"'ru:-m::-':-e--'nt 
or the persons who executed the InstrUment on behalf of said corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. ~ <521;(; ,4,/ Residing at __ ...&:~ L . z-./_~~ ___ _ NOtafvPublic fo~ ----------- --;7'--- . ______ _ 
'/'" .:;, ~..,.,. 
My commission expires 4.::=/" - ",...00 / WARD M. MAXFIELD i 
NOTARY PUBLIC j 
STATE OF IDAHO :f 
000216
" . SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREF.ARCEL OF .. LAND LOCATlD lit THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER 
OF THE SOUTHEAST R MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOllOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OFTHE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOlITHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 26S FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 43S FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 4S FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARAllEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANC!: OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARC!:l OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE 
CENTER LINE OF U.s. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS 
SHOWN ON THE PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE OEPARTMENT 
OF HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY OESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOlITHEAST QUARTER; 
THENce WESTERLY ALONG THe SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTIOIt 17 A DISTANCE OF 
1,319.4 FEET, MORE OR lESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTlR; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OFTHE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A 
LINe PARAllEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHeRLY FROM THE CENTER LI/IIE OF SAID U.S. 
HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89·46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARAllEL LINE 732..4 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION23B .. OO OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THeNCE NORTH 0·14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT lit A LINE PARAllEL WITH 
AND 60.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89·46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL LIItE 587.0 FEET, MORE 
OR lESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60.0 ~ET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATTON REFERENCE: 238"67.6 TO 243 .. B7 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND lOCATED lit A PORTION OF THE SWl/4SE1/4 
BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SI/4 CORNER OF SECTIOIt 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89'IB'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00'15'45" EAST 49.98 F1!J!T ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF 
SWl/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE ItORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGIItNING; 
THENce CONTINUING NORTH 00"15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SWl/45El/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THEItCE SOUTH 89"'l.8'46" EAST 542..32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 0001S'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56 0 06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00"10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH!RJ. Y 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.B9 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THI! REAL POINT OF BEGIltNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTIItG A ·25 FOOT WIDE UTIlITY EASEMENT ALDItG THE NORTH AND 
WEST BOUNDARY OF THE FOllOWING OESCRIBm PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FAlLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTIOIt 17: A PORTIO" OF THE SWl/45El{4, BEING MORE PARTICULARlY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS, 
COMMI!NCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES ItORTH 
B9·18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOIlTHEAST CORNER OF SECTIDIt 17; 
THENce NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49,98 ~ET ALONG THE WEST BOUNOARY OF 
5W1/4SElf4 OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00"15'4S" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SWl/4SEl/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH e9°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET: 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTl1 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINTOIt THE 1t0RTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(141; 
11iENCE NORTH 89
0
18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LANO LOCATEO IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH OUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES 
NORTH 89"18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST COR itER OF seCTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89·18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SWl/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00'10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID SW1/4SEI/4: 
,HENCE NORTH 89'18'17- WEST "35.00 FEET PARAllEL WITH THE: SOUTH 
80UNOARY OF SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING: 
THENCe: SOlTTH 00 0 10'12" WEST .45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
T'lENCE NORTH 00·10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOlITH 89·18'17" EAST 168.00 HETTO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
--------_. __ ._. __ ._--_ .. _-_.- ----- .. _------------
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ORIGINAL 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
I .'. " I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
NOTICE OF FILING BANKRUPTCY - 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF FILING 
BANKRUPTCY 
, , 
.; , '1.:~ 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
TO: CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT: 
• 
YOU ARE HEREBY GIVEN NOTICE that on the 9th day of April, 2009, the 
defendant, Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., filed a Chapter 11 Voluntary Petition for relief in 
bankruptcy in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Idaho, being Case No. 09-
40498-JDP. A copy of the Notice of Bankruptcy Case Filing is attached hereto and by reference 
made a part hereof. 
NOTICE OF FILING BANKRUPTCY - 2 
000219
• • 
Accordingly, all state court proceedings against the Defendant, Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc., are stayed pursuant to 11 USC §362 . 
. -/0--. 
DATED this '7 day of May, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
'lORN S. RITCHIE 
( .. Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
.,4--
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the L day of May, 2009, I caused to be served 
a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. 
Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to 
the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
NOTICE OF FILING BANKRUPTCY - 3 
000220
.8 Filed 04/20109 Entered 04/20.13:50:32 
Chap11/Corporation Page 1 of 2 . 
Oesc 341 Mtg Case 09-40498-JOP 
B9F (om' IF ICla orm 9F) (Ch aj:lter II C orporation/Partnership Case) (12/08) Case Number 09-40498-JDP 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT District of Idaho [LIVE] 
Notice of 
Chapter 11 Bankruptcy Case~ Meeting of Creditors, & Deadlines 
A chapter II bankruptcy case concerning the debtor(s) listed below was filed on 4/9/09. 
You may be a creditor of the debtor. This notice lists important deadlines. You may want to consult an attorney to protect your rights. 
All documents filed in the case may be inspected at the bankruptcy clerk's office at the address listed below. 
NOTE: The staff of the banknmtcv clerk's office cannot give legal advice. 
See Reverse Side For Imoortant Exolanations 
Debtor(s) (name(s) used by the debtor(s) in the last 8 years, including married, maiden, trade, and address): 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc 
212 Churchill Dr 
Burley, ID 83318 
Case Number: Social Security I Individual Taxpayer ID I Employer Tax ID lather 
09-40498-JDP nos: 
20-1640075 
Attorney for Debtor(s) (name and address): 
Kent David Jensen 
POB 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Telmhone number: (208) 878-3366 
Meeting of Creditors 
Date: May 29, 2009 Time: 11:00 AM 
Location: 300 N Lincoln, Jerome, ill 83338 
Deadline to File a Proof of Claim 
Proof of claim must be received by the bankruptcy clerk's office by the following deadline: 
For all creditors (except a governmental unit): 8/27/09 For a governmental unit: 10/6/09 
Creditor with a Foreign Address: 
A creditor to whom this notice is sent at a foreign address should read the information under "Claims" on the reverse side. 
Deadline to File a Complaint to Determine Dischan!eabilitv of Certain Debts: 7/28/09 
Creditors May Not Take Certain Actions: 
In most instances, the filing of the bankruptcy case automatically stays certain collection and other actions against the debtor and the 
debtor's property. Under certain circumstances, the stay may be limited to 30 days or not exist at all, although the debtor can request the 
court to extend or impose a stay. If you attempt to collect a debt or take other action in violation of the Bankruptcy Code, you may be 
I penalized. Consult a lawyer to determine your rights in this case. 
Address of the Bankruptcy Clerk's Office: For the Court: 
US Bankruptcy Court Clerk of the Bankruptcy Court: 801 East Sherman Cameron S. Burke 
Pocatello, ID 83201 
Telephone number: 208-478-4123 
Hours Open: Monday - Friday 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM Date: 4/20109 
000221
Kent O. JeMe1'\ 4424 
2042 Overland Ave. 
2 P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 . 
3 Telephone: 208-878-3366 
Fax: 208-878-3368 
• 
4 Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors 
5 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF mE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
6 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
7 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
8 TWINFALLS 
9 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
10 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as . 
12 successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
II 
13 
14 
ase No.: CV 2009-489 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION FOR 
UMMARY JUDGMENT 
I s COMES NOW, Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., by and through their attOrney of 
16 record, Kent D. Jensen, who does hereby petition this court to dismiss the Motion for Sununary 
17 Judgment filed against it. Titan haS filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy, and further prosecution of 
18 this Motion is a violation of the automatic stay issued by the bankruptcy court. Therefore, this 
19 matter should be dismissed. Titan desires to present evidence and argument in support of this 
20 motion. M. 
Dated this8 day of May, 2009 21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
MOTION TO orSMISS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 
000222
, '. • • 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
2 
I hereby certify that on the~(y of May 2009, I served the foregoing Motion to 
3 
4 Dismiss Motion for Summary Judgment to by fax and depositing a copy thereof in the United 
5 States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 
6 
7 
8 
9 
to 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
John S. Ritchie 
PO Box 525 
Twin FalIs1 ID 83303-0525 
208-734-3983 
Timothy Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls, 10 83303·5226 
20&-736-9929 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 
000223
FIFTHa>ICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE ~IDAHO 
~ FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F.S 
427 SHOSHONE STREET NORTH DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judjcial District 
County of Twin Falls - State of Idaho TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 83301 
MAY - 8 2009 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ev (flO Ii/' 
Case No: CV -207li09rr--n01lioomO~4n:181"J"9-A-'----L!!..:::~C""lerk-
vs. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Status 
Judge: 
Monday, November 09, 2009 
Randy J. Stoker 
10:00 AM 
"t Deputy Clerk 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy ofthis Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on 
May 8th, 2009. 
MailToAgencyName 
Copy to: Page Enterprises, Inc.(Defendant), , , , , 
Copy to: Riedesel Engineering, Inc.(Defendant), , , , , 
.J Copy to: Timothy J Stover PO Box 5226, Twin Falls, ID, 83303-5226 (Defense Attorney); 
J Copy to: Kent D Jensen PO Box 276, Burley, ID, 83318 (Defense Attorney); 
"Copy to: John S. Ritchie Po Box 525, Twin Falls, ID, 83303-0525 (Plaintiff Attorney) 
,/ Mailed Hand Delivered 
Dated: May 8th, 2009 
Kristina Glascock 
Cler of the District Court 
By: 
DOC22cv 7/96 
000224
Kent D. Jensen 4424 
2042 Overland Ave. 
• • 
2 P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 BY ----~ .. ~--.. ..... 3 Telephone: 208-878-3366 
Fax: 208-878-3368 
4 Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2009-489 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
COMES NOW, Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., by and through their attorney of 
record, Kent D. Jensen, who does hereby petition this court to dismiss the Motion for Summary 
Judgment filed against it. Titan has filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy, and further prosecution of 
this Motion is a violation of the automatic stay issued by the bankruptcy court. Therefore, this 
matter should be dismissed. Titan desires to present evidence and argument in support of this 
motion. (J 
Dated this8 day of May, 2009 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT _ I 
000225
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
IO 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the ~ y:{ay of May 2009, I served the foregoing Motion to 
Dismiss Motion for Summary Judgment to by fax and depositing a copy thereof in the United 
States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 
John S. Ritchie 
PO Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
208-734-3983 
Timothy Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
208-736-9929 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 
000226
... 
• 
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
IDAHO STATE BAR NO. 1693 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
P. O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 
Attorneys for Dallas Page 
And Anasazi Construction, LLC 
• 
I/,S/ P!~T;?iC r Cf'lU n -' 
, "Ii! fAL! S v 1\ I r{Lf~O., {fJ~NO 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE- 1 
Case No. CV 2009-489 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
Fee: $58.00 
Category: I. 7 
\ \SERVER\SHARE\DATA \PAGE D\RJEDESEL \CIVIL ACTION 2009-489\NOAP _DOC 000227
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third P~ Defendants. 
• 
COMES NOW, ROBERT E. WILLIAMS, of the law finn WILLIAMS, MESERVY 
& LOTHSPEICH, LLP, and gives notice of his appearance as counsel of record for DALLAS 
PAGE and ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in the above 
action. 
All papers in said cause are to be served on said counsel at the address above. 
DATED this:t~'-it- day of May, 2009. 
~)1!JJrTHSPEICH' LLP 
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE- 2 
\\SERVER\SHARE\DATA\P AGE D\RJEDESEL\CIVIL ACTION 2009-489\NOAP,DOC 000228
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on thisd.Oay of ~ ,2009, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document on the person(s) whose n s and addresses appear below 
by the method indicated: 
Timothy 1. Stover o Via US Mail, Postage Paid 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.C. 'S--Via Facsimile -
P. O. Box 5226 o Hand-Delivered - Court Folder 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
o Other 
~ 
\ pQc0~L 
Rb-BERT E. WILLIAMS 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE- 3 
\\SERVER\sHARE\oATA\PAGE D\RIEDESEL\CIVIL ACTION 2009-489\NOAP.DOC 000229
 &
 t er __________ _ 
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U \-\ \ ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
IDAHO STATE BAR NO. 1693 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
P. O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 
• U\SiR1C I COUfl{14 1'0 I Inl f ,,\LLS CO .. D,·\i 
, ,i1 FILED 
2009 JUN -4 AM 10: 02 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, 
Case No. CV 2009-489 
ANSWER OF DALLAS PAGE AND 
ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, 
TO THE COUNTERCLAIM I CROSS-
CLAIM I THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
ANSWER OF DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, To THE COUNTERCLAIM / CROSS-CLAIM / THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT - 1 
\ \SERVER\SHARE\])A T A \P AGE D\RIEDESEL \CIVIL ACTION 2009-489\ANSWER.DOC 000230
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third P Defendants. 
• 
COMES NOW the Third Party Defendants Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, 
LLC, hereinafter "Page and Anasazi", through their attorney of record, Robert E. Williams of 
the firm Williams, Meservy & Lothspeich, LLP, and answer the Counterclaim / Crossclaim / 
Third Party Complaint (hereinafter the "Third Party Complaint") of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., 
as follows: 
1. Page and Anasazi admit the allegations of Paragraphs 1,3, and 5 of the Third 
Party Complaint. 
2. Page and Anasazi deny the allegations of Paragraphs 9, 16, 17 and 22 of the 
Third Party Complaint. 
ANSWER OF DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, To THE COUNTERCLAIM / CROSS-CLAIM / THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT - 2 
\\SERVER\SHARE\oATA \PAGE D\RJEDESEL\CIVIL ACTION 2009-489\ANSWER.DOC 000231
• • 
3. Answering Paragraphs 2, 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, 19,20 and 23 ofthe Third Party 
Complaint, Page and Anasazi are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the truth of the 
allegations contained therein and, hence, deny them. 
4. Answering Paragraph 8 of the Third Party Complaint, Page and Anasazi deny 
that they requested engineering services from Riedesel in any capacity, other than as an agent 
acting for and on behalf of Titan. Page and Anasazi are without sufficient knowledge as to the 
remaining allegations of the paragraph and therefore deny the same. 
5. Answering Paragraph 11 of the Third Party Complaint, Page and Anasazi are 
without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny whether the claim of lien filed by Riedesel was 
within ninety (90) days of the date of the last applied engineering services to the property and 
therefore deny that allegation. The remaining allegations of the paragraph are admitted. 
6. Answering Paragraph 13 of the Third Party Complaint, Page and Anasazi deny 
that they contracted with Riedesel for engineering services related to the Titan project or that 
Anasazi contracted with Riedesel for work on the Titan project in any capacity other than as an 
agent for and on behalf of Titan. 
7. Answering Paragraph 14 of the Third Party Complaint, Page and Anasazi admit 
that they have failed to pay any sums claimed due and owing on the Titan project by Riedesel. 
As to the remaining allegations of the paragraph, Page and Anasazi are without sufficient 
knowledge to deny or admit the truth or falsity thereof and, therefore, deny the same. 
8. Answering Paragraphs 15, 18 and 21 of the Third Party Complaint, Page and 
Anasazi adopt by reference their answer to the paragraphs therein referenced. 
WHEREFORE, Third Party Defendants Page and Anasazi pray that: 
ANSWER OF DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, To THE COUNTERCLAIM / CROSS-CLAIM / THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT - 3 
\\SERVER\SHAREllATA\PAGE D\RIEDESEL\CivIL ACTION 2009-489\ANSWER.DOC 000232
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.. • • 
1. The Third Party Complaint be dismissed against Page and Anasazi and that Third Party 
Plaintiff take nothing by way thereof. 
2. That Page and Anasazi be awarded their attorney's fees and costs incurred. 
3. That Page and Anasazi be granted any other further relief that the Court determines to 
be appropriate. 
DATED this ~ay of June, 2009. 
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
Attorneys for Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLC 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
IHEREBYCERTIFYThatonthis ~ ~ayof QLc..<. ,2009, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document on the person( s) w ose names and addresses appear below 
by the method indicated: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.c. 
P. O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
.a.Via US Mail, Postage Paid 
o Via Facsimile -
o Hand-Delivered - Court Folder 
DOther ____________________ __ 
JL 
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
ANSWER OF DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC, To THE COUNTERCLAIM / CROSS-CLAIM / THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT - 4 
\\SERVER\SHARE\DATA \PAGE D\RJEDESEL\CiVIL ACTION 2009-489\ANSWER.DOC 000233
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ORIGINAL 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
NOTICE OF RELIEF FROM BANKRUPTCY STAY - 1 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF RELIEF FROM 
BANKRUPTCY STAY 
P:; t:::J 
000234
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
TO: CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT: 
• 
YOU ARE HEREBY GIVEN NOTICE that on the 15th day of October, 2009, an 
Order Granting Relief from the Automatic Stay was entered in the United States Bankruptcy 
court for the District ofIdaho, Case No. 09-40498-JDP, a copy of which is attached hereto. The 
real property described in that Order is the real property which is the subject of this action and 
the plaintiff is now entitled to proceed against such real property while not seeking relief 
personally against defendants Page Enterprises, Inc. and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., as 
NOTICE OF RELIEF FROM BANKRUPTCY STAY - 2 000235
• • 
successor by merger to Page Enterprises, Inc. 
~ 
DATED this /9 day of October, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
S. RITCHIE 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /91ay of October, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the 
u.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, 
addressed to the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
NOTICE OF RELIEF FROM BANKRUPTCY STAY - 3 
000236
Case 09-40498-JDP • ~ 83 Filed 10/15/09 Entered 10.'9 15:58:48 Desc Main 
Document Page 1 of 2 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
InRe: 
TITAN COMMERCIAL 
CONTRACTORS, INC., 
Debtors. 
DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
Case No. 09-40498-IDP 
Chapter 7 
ORDER GRANTING RELIEF FROM THE AUTOMATIC STAY 
Upon consideration of the record before this Court and the Motion for Relief from the 
Automatic Stay filed by First Federal Savings Bank ("Movant"), Docket No. 49 ("Motion"), 
with notice of the Motion having been given in accordance with the applicable Federal Rules of 
Bankruptcy Procedure and Local Bankruptcy Rules, and no objections having been raised, and 
good cause existing: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
The Automatic Stay imposed by 11 U.S.C. § 362(a) is hereby tenninated as to Movant 
and to the subject real property known as partially developed real property in Twin Falls, Idaho, 
legally described as: 
See legal description attached. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the provisions of Bankruptcy Rule 400I(a)(3) are 
hereby waived. //end oftext// 
ORDER - 1 
000237
Case 09-40498-JDP • ~ 83 Filed 10/15/09 Entered 10,19 15:58:48 Desc Main 
Document Page 2 of 2 
Dated: October 15, 2009 
~ 
Honorable Jim D. Pappas 
United States Bankruptcy Judge 
Submitted by: 
lsi John S. Ritchie 
JOHN S. RITCHIE 
Attorneys for First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
ORDER-2 
000238
I .. 
Case 09-40498-JDP."JC 83-1 Filed 10/15109 Entered" '15/0915:58:48 
'VWN""l" lU:." "be ,lB{1,@U)~JQri.pttQnAuPca~ 1 of 1 ' LOAHO 
SECTION 17: THe Wl/2SU/4 
EXClPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOllTliW~ QUARTER 
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESClUBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT ':'HE SOUTHusr CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENC! NORTH ALONG 'nie tAST BOUNDARY OFTH! SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF TH~ 
SOllTliEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANC! OP 26S FEfT; 
THENCE WEST FARALLEL TO THe SOUTH S!CTION UNE A DIS1'ANq Of' 435 F1!FI'; 
THENCE SOUTH PARAllEL TO THE EAST 90UNDARY A OISTANCll OF 45 FeET; 
THENce WEST FARALLEL TO THf SOUTH SECTION UN! A OIS1'ANC! OF 168 FEFI'; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALUl. TO THE EAST 80UNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEfT; 
THENCE usr ALONG THE SOlTTH SECTION UN! GOl FEET TO TH! TRue POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A l'ARCllL OF LAND BEING ON TH! NORTHERLY SIDE OF'niE 
CENTER UNE OF U,5, HIGHWAY 3D, PROJECT !'lO, F·2.361(14} HIGHWAY SURVEY AS 
SHOWN ON THE PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OF"FICl OF THE OEPARTt-lENT 
OF HIGHWAYS Of THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE l'ARTICUURLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OFTHE SOllTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
50llTHEAST QUIoRTER: 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOllTli LINE OF SAID SEenON 17" DISTANCE OF 
1,319,4 FEET, MOR! OR LESS, TO THE SOU'TllWEST CORNER OF THE sournWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOU'TllEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF 5AID SOUTHWEST QUARTI!R OFTHe 
SOllTliEASTQUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50,0 FEET, MORE OR lESS, TO A POINT IN A 
UNf PARALLEL WITH A 50,0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U,S, 
HUiHWAY 3D, PROJECT NO, F-23&1(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89"06'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARAlleL UN!! 732.4 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION23S.00 OF SAID HIGHWIoY SURVEY: 
THENCE NORTH 0"14'00" EAST ID.O FEET TO A POINT IN A UNE PIoRALlEL WITM 
ANO 60,0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THI! CENTER LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURV!!Y; 
THENCE SO\ITH 89·46'00· EAST ALONG SAID U5T PARALllL UNE 587,0 FEET, MORE 
OR lESS, TO .. POINT IN THE !AST UIII! OF SAID SOllTliWEST QUARTER Of THE 
SOIITHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE SOI1Tlf!!RLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60,0 FE!Y, MORE OR LESS, TO THE 
TRUE POINTOP BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 2.31+67,61'0243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTlNG A PARal OF UNO LOCATED III A PORTION OF THE SWl/o4SEl/4 
BEING MORE PARTICULARI. Y DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING ATTHE 51/4 CORNIR OF SlenON 17. SAID POINT UfS NORTH 
S9·t8'I7" WEST 2&41,95 FE!Y FROM THE SOIJTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENce NO~TH OO·t~45· '!AST 49.98 FE!T ALONG THE WI!ST BOUNDARY 0' 
SWl/4S!1(4 OF 5KTIDN 17 TO A POIl« ON THE NORTHERI.Y RIGHT OF WAY Of 
HIGHWAY PROJI!CT '-2381 (14) AND B!IHG 'nil RUl POIl'IT OF BEGIIfNING, 
THEN a CONTINUING NORTH 011"15'45" EAST 915,00 F~!Y ALONG THE WEST 
aOUHOARYOFTHe SWl/4Rl/4 OF5ECTIOH 17: 
THENCE SOIlTH 69"IS'46" EAST 542.32 F!ET; 
THENa SOUTH 00"15'45' WEST S61.68 FUT, 
THENCE SOUTH 56"06'12· EAST 90,17 FEFI': 
THENC! SOIInf 00'10'12" WEST 3D2,94 FEET TO A POIIfTON7l1! NORTHERLY 
RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2.361(141: 
;}lENa NORTH 89"18'.,,· WI!ST 61.7,11') R!ET ALONG SAID R1GKTOFWAV'Tt] THI! 
RU~ POINT OP BEGINNING. 
AlSO EXCE,,"HG A 25 !'(JOT WIDE IJTlUTY EA5!M~NT ALONG THI! NORTH AND 
WEST BOUNDARY OP TH! FOLLOWING OESCRIB!D PARCEL 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTli, RANGE l8 EAST, BOlS! MERIDIAN, TWIN FlllLS COUNTY, 
IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE 5Wl/4SEl/4, BEING MORe PARTICUlARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOllOWS: 
COMM£NCING ATTH! 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POlm- LLES NORTH 
e"t8'17" WEST 2641,95 FEET FROM THI! SOllTli!AST CORNER OF SECTION 11; 
THENa NORTH 00"15'45· ~AST 49,98 FEf:T ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY Of 
SW1l4SEl/4 OF SECTIDN 17 TO A palm- ON TH! NORTHERLY RIGHT Of WIoY Of 
HIGHWAY PROJECT f·2361 (141 ANO BEING THE REAL POlm- 0, nI!GINNING: 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 011"15'45· fAST 91S.00 Of£!' ALO .... THE WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE SWl/45E1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE 501lTH 89"18'46" EAST 542,32 'EFI': 
THENCE SOUTH 00"15'45" WEST 562,68 FEH; 
7H!Na SOUTH 56'06'12- !JlST 90,17 Fe£!': 
THENCE SOllTH OO"to'n" WEST 302,94 FEET 'TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY 
nIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F.2361(141; 
THENCE 'IORTH 89'18'46" WEST 617,09 FEET ALONG SAID RIGKT OF WAY TO THE 
REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
4150 EXCEPTl~G Tf.4EREFROM A PARCEl OF LANO tOCATED I'~ A PORTION OF rilE 
SW1/4Sfl/4 OF 5£cnON 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS fOllOWS: 
COMM~NCING ATTH! SOlTTt1 OUAATfR COANfR: OF 51!!C'nOH 11.5"'10 POt"T LIES 
'IORTH fl9"19'lr WEST 2641.95 FEFI' FROM THf SOUTHEAST CORNER Of SECTION 
17: 
THENCE SO\lT!1 B9",B'I7" EAST 1320,97 FEET 1'0 THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 
SW114SE1/~ OF SfCTTON 17: 
-HENCE NORTH 00'10' 12' fAST ,65,00 HET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SA)O 
SWl/.JSEl/.a: 
;I-'ENct 1t0RTH e9"~9'17- WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH 
gOUNOARY OF set:nON 17 TO THE REAL POHIT OF BEGINNING: 
THeNCE SOt.IT~ OO-!O'lr ',ve-ST .15.00 FE!T: 
-~E"'ce rlORTH 89-!!J'l7'" ""'EST 168.00 FEET: 
T'lENCE rIOp.TH OO"!O'I2" ~A5T G5,00 FEET: 
':""HENCE SOU"TH 89-,,'17"1.:AST 168.00 F!ET'TO "H~ R.EAL POINT OF Bf'CINl'ffHC. 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
-lPAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls, by and through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & 
Robertson, has filed herein an Amended Motion for Summary Judgment. 
Hearing has been set upon said Motion for Monday, November 23, 2009, at 
10:00 a.m. at the Courtroom of the Twin Falls County Courthouse located at Twin Falls, 
Idaho. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
000241
• • 
,:/7--
DATED this 2cJ day of October, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
~ttorneys for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
.~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2ct day of October, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the 
U.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, 
addressed to the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Je5YN S. RITCHIE 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
AMENDED MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT _ 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AMENDED MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
COMES NOW the plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, by and 
through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, and 
hereby moves the Court pursuant to Rule 56 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure for the entry 
of summary judgment upon the Complaint and against the defendants consistent with the Motion 
for Summary Judgment filed April 27, 2009, provided that the Court shall make a determination 
of the amount owed to the plaintiff by defendants Page Enterprises, Inc., and Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc., as successor by merger to Page Enterprises, Inc., but that a jUdgment is being 
AMENDED MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT _ 2 
000244
------------------........... .. 
• • 
sought to foreclose upon the property owned by said defendants and not personally against said 
defendants. 
r-
DATED this U day of October, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
-? A-r:.-
I hereby certify that on the ~? day of October, 2009, I served the foregoing 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by causing to be deposited a copy thereof in the post 
office at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
(J~ S. RITCHIE 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, TD 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
• 
ORIGINAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
SECOND AMENDED 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls, by and through its attorney of record, John S. Ritchie of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & 
Robertson, has filed herein an Amended Motion for Summary Judgment. 
Hearing has been set upon said Motion for Monday, December 7, 2009, at 
10:00 a.m. at the Courtroom of the Twin Falls County Courthouse located at Twin Falls, 
Idaho. 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARlNG - 2 
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DATED this 30th day of October, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
AQ S. RITCHIE 
~/Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 30th day of October, 2009, I caused to be served 
a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. 
Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to 
the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 3 
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• 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
A1RlCl. CQURT HQ 1 1~FALLS CO.~ tOf\ \H' fiLED 
lnn~ NOV -9 PM t.: 39 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
L"'" Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
,:~ Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
'" 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
) OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR 
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~-----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
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vs. 
P AGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantlCounterclaimantlCross-claimantlThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby submits the 
following memorandum in support of its Cross-motion for Summary Judgment. 
INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
This is a civil action arising from the Complaint filed by First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls ("First Federal") on January 26, 2009, wherein First Federal seeks to foreclose its two 
Mortgages, executed July 24, 2006, and September 12, 200i, respectively. Riedesel filed a 
Counterclaim and Cross-claim and Third Party Complaint on April 6, 2009, seeking the foreclosure 
of a certain Notice of Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien (the "Lien"), recorded on October 
27, 2008. Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. ("Titan") has not filed a reply to Riedesel's Cross-
claim and, thus, has alleged no affinnative defenses to Riedesel's Lien. 
1 First Federal's latter Mortgage was recorded September 13,2007. 
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Titan filed a Chapter 11 Voluntary Petition for Bankruptcy in the United States District 
Court for the District of Idaho on April 9, 2009. On October 15, 2009, the Honorable Jim D. 
Pappas, United States Bankruptcy Judge, entered an Order Granting Relief from the Automatic Stay 
as it pertains to the subject real property ("Subdivision"). First Federal filed an Amended Motion for 
Summary Judgment on October 20,2009. Hearing on First Federal's amended motion is scheduled 
to occur December 7, 2009. In its amended motion, First Federal does not request a personal 
judgment against the defendants, but rather a determination of the priority of its two Mortgages and 
enforcement and foreclosure of the same. Similarly, Riedesel, by virtue of its motion, seeks a 
determination by the Court of the priority of its Lien with respect to the interests of the other parties 
and enforcement and foreclosure of the same. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Riedesel agrees, more or less2, with the facts as set forth in First Federal's memorandum in 
support of its motion, and, in the interest of judicial economy, Riedesel incorporates those facts by 
reference. 
By way of supplementation, Riedesel commenced performing engineering services relative 
to the Subdivision on June 29, 2006, pursuant to an Agreement for the Provision of Limited 
Professional Services. Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert in Support of Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's Cross-
motion for Summary Judgment ("Wert Affidavit"), ~~ 3-5. Riedesel continued to provide 
professional engineering services for the benefit of the Subdivision through August 30, 2008. !d. at 
~ 6. Anasazi and Titan failed to tender payment of the balance due and owing for said professional 
engineering services. See id. at ~ 9. As a result, Riedesel filed its Lien on October 27,2008, less than 
ninety (90) days after Riedesel last supplied professional engineering services to the Subdivision. 
2 Although Riedesel has no information to dispute that First Federal may have believed Riedesel had been paid 
current through July 30, 2008, Riedesel does not stipulate or agree that this belief was reasonable under the 
circumstances or that it was based upon any representation made by Riedesel. 
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Id. at ~ 7. Anasazi has admitted that it engaged the services of Riedesel in its capacity as Titan's 
agent. Answer of Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLe, to the Counterclaim / Cross-claim 
/ Third Party Complaint of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., ~~ 4, 6. The principle amount due to 
Riedesel, and the principle amount of the Lien, is $48,549.58. Wert Affidavit at ~ 9. 
GOVERNING STANDARD 
Under Idaho law, a motion for summary judgment should be granted ifthe court determines 
that no genuine issue of material fact is found to exist based upon the pleadings, depositions, 
admissions, and affidavits. LR.C.P. 56(c); Harris v. State Dept. of Health, 123 Idaho 295, 847 P.2d 
1156 (1992); Farmers Insurance Company v. Brown, 97 Idaho 380, 544 P.2d 1150 (1976); Salmon 
Rivers Sportsman Camps, Inc. v. Cessna Aircraft Co., 97 Idaho 348, 544 P.2d 306 (1975). The 
nonmoving party may not rest upon mere allegations or denials to avoid summary judgment. 
LR.C.P. 56(c); Theriault v. A.H Robbins Company, 108 Idaho 303, 698 P.2d 365 (1985); McCoy v. 
Lyons, 120 Idaho 765, 769, 820 P.2d 360, 364 (1991). Rather, the nonmoving party's response must 
set forth specific facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial. LR.C.P. 56(c). 
If the moving party asserts that no genuine issue of material fact exists, the burden then 
shifts to the nonmoving party to present evidence that is sufficient to establish a genuine issue of 
material fact. Smith v. Meridian Joint School District No.2, 128 Idaho 714, 719,918 P.2d 583,588 
(1996). The nonmoving party must submit more than just conclusory assertions that an issue of 
material fact exists to establish a genuine issue. Coghlan v. Beta Theta Pi Fraternity, 133 Idaho 388, 
401, 987 P .2d 300, 313 (1999). Mere speculation or a scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt is not 
sufficient to create a genuine issue of material fact. McCoy, 120 Idaho at 769, 820 P.2d at 364; 
Samuel v. Hepworth, Nungester & Lezamiz, Inc., 134 Idaho 84, 87, 996 P.2d 303,306 (2000). 
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A judicial foreclosure is a proceeding in equity and therefore affords no right to a jury trial. 
Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 121 Idaho 266, 824 P.2d 841 (1991); Jensen v. 
Bumgarner, 25 Idaho 355, 137 P. 529 (1913) (holding that mechanic's lien foreclosure is an action 
in equity). In such proceedings, the Court is the finder of fact. Vanderford Co., Inc. v. Knudson, 
144 Idaho 547, 553, 165 P.3d 261 (2007); LR.C.P. 52(a). "When an action will be tried before the 
court without a jury, the judge is not constrained to draw inferences in favor of the party opposing a 
motion for summary judgment but rather the trial judge is free to arrive at the most probable 
inferences to be drawn from uncontroverted evidentiary facts." Loomis v. City of Hailey, 119 Idaho 
434, 437, 807 P.2d 1272 (1991). Moreover, in instances where both parties have moved for 
summary judgment on the same facts and on the same theories and issues, the parties effectively 
stipulate that there is no genuine issue of material fact. Dunham v. Hackney Airpark, Inc., 133 
Idaho 613, 990 P.2d 1224 (Ct. App. 1999). 
LAW AND ARGUMENT 
The parties appear to be in agreement concerning the material facts underlying this 
matter, including the validity of Riedesel's Lien. Accordingly, summary judgment is appropriate. 
The principle issue before the Court is the priorities of the parties' respective interests in the 
Subdivision. 
A. Riedesel has complied with the statutory requirements to perfect its Lien. 
As a preliminary matter, the Court must determine whether Riedesel has a valid lien against 
the Subdivision. There appears to be no contention with regard to this issue. It is well-settled in 
Idaho that "every professional engineer" who performs work "in connection with any land or 
building development or improvement, or to establish boundaries, has a lien upon the same for the 
work or labor done .... " Idaho Code § 45-501; Ultrawall, Inc. v. Washington Mut. Bank, FSB, 135 
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Idaho 832, 25 P.3d 855 (2001). "To create a valid lien, there must be substantial compliance with 
the requirements of the statute." Franklin Bldg. Supply Co. v. Sumpter, 139 Idaho 846, 850, 87 P.3d 
955 (2004). Riedesel has substantially complied with the statutory requirements and has, therefore, 
perfected its Lien against the Subdivision. 
Section 45-507 sets forth the requirements with which each lien claimant must substantially 
comply. Specifically, a lien claimant must file its claim of lien with the county recorder for the 
county in which the property is situated within ninety (90) days after completing the labor or 
services or furnishing the materials encompassed; the claim must contain a statement of the lien 
claimant's demand, after deducting all just credits and offsets; the claim must state the name of the 
owner, or reputed owner, of the property, if known; the claim must state the name of the person by 
whom he was employed; the claim must contain a description of the property, sufficient for 
identification; the claim must be verified by the oath of the claimant, his agent or attorney, to the 
effect that the affiant believes the same to be just; and a true and correct copy of the claim of lien 
must be served on the owner or reputed owner by mailing the same, by certified mail, to his last 
known address no later than five (5) business days following the filing of the claim of lien. Idaho 
Code § 45-507. 
Riedesel complied with all of these requirements and, therefore, perfected its lien against the 
Subdivision. Riedesel filed the Lien with the Twin Falls County Recorder on October 27,2008, less 
than ninety (90) days following August 30, 2008, the date Riedesel last rendered services to the 
Subdivision. Pursuant to the Lien, Riedesel claims and is owed $48,549.58, after adjusting for all 
credits. The Lien sufficiently describes the Subdivision for identification by incorporating the legal 
description thereof. The Lien states that Titan is the owner or reputed owner of the Subdivision and 
that Anasazi and Titan engaged Riedesel to render professional engineering services. The Lien is 
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verified by Riedesel's agent, Aaron L..Wert, and was served on Titan and Anasazi by certified mail 
within the five (5) day time period. Because Riedesel substantially complied with each of the 
statutory requirements, the Lien is valid and enforceable. 
B. Riedesel's Lien is preferred to the Real Estate Mortgages of First Federal. 
Having established that Riedesel possesses a valid Lien against the Subdivision, the Court 
must determine the priority of the Lien with respect to the two Mortgages of First Federal. The 
Idaho State Legislature has expressly resolved this issue. Specifically, Idaho Code § 45-506 
provides, in pertinent part, that mechanic's liens "are preferred to any lien, mortgage or other 
encumbrance, which may have attached subsequent to the time when the . . . professional 
services were commenced to be furnished .... " See also Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. v. First Sec. 
Bank of Idaho, 94 Idaho 489, 491 P.2d 1261 (1971). Riedesel commenced furnishing 
professional services to the Subdivision on June 29, 2006. Accordingly, Riedesel's Lien attached 
on June 29, 2006. 
First Federal's two Mortgages each attached subsequent to June 29, 2006, and are, 
therefore, junior to Riedesel's Lien. A mortgage attaches at the time the instrument creating the 
mortgage is executed. Estate of Skvorak v. Security Union Title Ins. Co., 140 Idaho 16, 21, 89 
P.3d 856 (2004). First Federal's Mortgages were executed, and therefore attached, on July 24, 
2006, and September 12, 2007, respectfully, each of which is subsequent to the date Riedesel 
commenced providing professional engineering services for the Subdivision. Because the 
Mortgages attached subsequent to the time Riedesel commenced work with regard to the 
Subdivision, Riedesel's Lien is preferred and senior to both of First Federal's Mortgages. 
First Federal contends that by virtue of the Lien Waiver executed September 13, 2007, 
Riesedel waived its priority date of June 29, 2006, and assumed a new priority date of September 
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13, 2007. First Federal has cited no authority in support of its position, and Riedesel's counsel, 
despite extensive research, has been unable to locate any authority directly addressing this issue. 
However, First Federal's argument essentially is that of waiver, and, as a result, authority 
concerning the law of waiver is instructive. 
As First Federal noted in its memorandum, the Idaho Supreme Court has held that 
"[w]hat constitutes a waiver is essentially a question of intention. * * * In 
order to establish a waiver, the intention to waive must clearly appear, and a 
waiver of the lien will not be presumed or implied, contrary to the intention 
of the party whose rights would be injuriously affected thereby, unless, by his 
conduct, the opposite party was misled, to his prejudice, into the honest belief that 
such waiver was intended or consented to." 
Smith v. Faris-Kesl Const. Co., 27 Idaho 407, 150 P. 25, 32 (1915) (quoting 27 eye. 262) 
(omission in original) (emphasis added). 
With reference to the question of the parties' intention, the State of Idaho regards 
mechanic's lien waivers as a type of contract. See Pierson v. Sewell, 97 Idaho 38, 539 P.2d 590 
(1975). Accordingly, the rules of construction employed with respect to contracts must also be 
applied to mechanic's lien waivers. Particularly germane to the issue at bar is the rule that "[t]he 
meaning of the contract and the intent of the parties must be determined from the plain meaning 
of the words used." Idaho Counties Risk Management Program Underwriters v. Northland Ins. 
Cos., 147 Idaho 84, 205 P.3d 1220,1222 (2009). 
The Lien Waiver relied upon by First Federal contains no language that would support 
the conclusion that Riedesel intended to waive its priority date for professional services rendered 
subsequent to the date of the Lien Waiver. As the Faris-Kesl Construction court held, "[T]he 
intention to waive must clearly appear, and a waiver of the lien will not be presumed or implied 
.... " Faris-Kesl Const., 150 P. at 32. In this case, there is no reference at all to Riedesel's 
priority date in either the Lien Waiver or the Release of Claim of Lien. Accordingly, it cannot be 
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said that Riedesel's alleged intention to waive its priority date "clearly appears," as required by 
Idaho law. 
First Federal's argument also disregards the nationwide practice in the construction 
industry of periodic payments in exchange for a waiver of lien rights associated with such 
payments. Under First Federal's argument, contractors would receive a new priority date each 
time they signed a lien waiver in connection with a progress payment. Not only would such a 
holding significantly upset the established industry practice, but it would also undermine the 
intention expressed by the Legislature that mechanic's liens are preferred to any liens or 
mortgages that may attach subsequent to the date the professional services are commenced to be 
furnished. See Idaho Code § 45-506. 
Simply stated, there is no legal authority and no factual basis to support First Federal's 
position in this case. Accordingly, the Court should hold that the priority date of Riedesel's Lien 
is June 29, 2006, the date Riedesel commenced furnishing professional engineering services for 
the development of the Subdivision. This date is prior to both of First Federal's Mortgages. 
Consequently, the Court should also grant Riedesel's cross-motion for summary judgment. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court enter summary 
judgment in favor of Riedesel consistent with its lien foreclosure claim set forth in its Complaint 
and Cross-claim and Third Party Complaint. 
DATED this 9th day of November, 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By J::?£CX~ 
David w. Gad 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; ~d RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR 
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaim~t, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
~------------------------~-------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby moves this Court, pursuant to Rule 
56 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, for an entry of summary judgment on Riedesel's claim of 
lien foreclosure as set forth in its Counterclaim and Crossclaim and Third-party Complaint, filed 
April 6, 2009, and against the counterdefendant, cross-defendants, and third-party defendants. In 
accordance with that certain Order Granting Relief from the Automatic Stay entered in the United 
States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Idaho, Case No. 09-40498-JDP, Riedesel is not seeking 
summary judgment with respect to its claims of unjust enrichment and breach of contract at this 
time. 
In addition to the pleadings and documents on file with the Court, Riedesel's Motion is 
supported by the Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert and a Memorandum of Law, each submitted 
contemporaneously herewith. 
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Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this 9th day of November, 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By J::X:jW 
David W. Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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The undersigned certifies that on the 9th day of November, 2009, he caused a true and 
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John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
~~ Hand Delivery U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
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David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.c. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
.. 
• DlSTR!CT COURT 
. tWIN FAllS CO .• IDAHO 
. FILED 
~~9 NOV .. 9 PM~: 39· 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF AARON L. WERT 
) IN SUPPORT OF RIEDESEL 
) ENGINEERING, INC.'S CROSS-
) MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~--------~) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
--------------~~-------------------
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
I, Aaron L. Wert, being first duly sworn do state as follows: 
• 
1. I am the Secretary-Treasurer and the Twin Falls Area Manager of Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), the defendant, counterclaimant, cross-claimant, and third-party 
plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal 
knowledge and the records of Riedesel that are kept in the ordinary course of business. I am 
personally involved and familiar with the day-to-day operations of Riedesel. I am personally 
familiar with Riedesel's involvement in the development of the Hillsburo Estates Subdivision 
("Subdivision"), more particularly described on Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by 
reference. I am familiar with the professional engineering services Riedesel provided relative to the 
Subdivision. If called as a witness, I could and would competently testify as to the truth of the 
matters set forth herein. 
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2. Riedesel is engaged in the business of providing professional engineering and 
surveying services and has previously operated under the name Riedesel & Associates, Inc. 
3. All professional engineering services rendered by Riedesel relative to the 
development of the Subdivision, specifically including services rendered subsequent to September 
13,2007, were rendered pursuant to a certain Agreement for the Provision of Limited Professional 
Services with Anasazi Construction, Inc. and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of Invoice number 2923, 
dated July 12, 2006, which invoices work performed by Riedesel relative to the development of the 
Subdivision and the dates such work was performed. This invoice was created at or near the time 
by, or from information transmitted by, a person with knowledge and has been kept in the course of 
Riedesel's regularly conducted business. It is Riedesel's regular practice to create invoices for 
services provided to its customers, such as Invoice number 2923. 
5. As evidenced by Exhibit B, Riedesel commenced work relative to the development 
ofthe Subdivision on June 29, 2006. 
6. Riedesel last furnished engineering services and/or materials and labor used in the 
development of the Subdivision on or about August 30, 2008. 
7. On October 27, 2008, less than ninety (90) days after Riedesel last supplied 
engineering services to the Subdivision, Riedesel filed a certain Notice of Claim of Labor and 
Materialmen's Lien ("Lien") against the Subdivision, recorded in the Office of the Recorder of 
Twin Falls County, State ofIdaho, as Instrument Number 2008-023351. A true and correct copy of 
said Lien is attached hereto as Exhibit C and is incorporated herein by reference. 
8. Within five (5) business days of October 27, 2008, Riedesel served a true and 
correct copy of the Lien on Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., the owner or reputed owner of 
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the Subdivision, by mailing a copy thereof by certified mail to the following address, which is 
the last known address of Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.: 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
9. The principle balance due to Riedesel for engineering services and/or materials and 
labor used in the development of the Subdivision, and the principle amount of Riedesel's Lien, is 
$48,549.58. This amount includes only services and/or materials and labor supplied and/or 
furnished to the Subdivision on or subsequent to September 13,2007. 
10. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of a certain Release of Claim 
of Lien, recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Twin Falls County, State of Idaho, on September 
13,2007, as Instrument Number 2007-022872. 
11. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of a certain Lien Waiver, 
dated August 28, 2007, and executed September 13,2007. 
12. By executing the aforementioned Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver, 
Riedesel intended to waive only its right to claim a lien for engineering services and/or materials 
and labor provided prior to September 13,2007. Riedesel did not intend to waive its priority date of 
any lien for engineering services and/or materials and labor provided on or subsequent to September 
13,2007. 
13. Pursuant to agreement, interest has accrued on the principle amount of$48,549.58 at 
the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum ($15.96 per diem). The total amount of interest accrued 
through December 7,2009, is $7,422.10. 
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Dated this ~ day of November, 2009. 
c~~JcJ;r·· 
Aaron L. Wert ~ 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this ~ day of November, 2009. 
NO ARY~LIC F R IDAHO 
esiding ~~...J..1~-n 
My Commission Expires:\. \~, U.~\~ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the !1f!-day of November, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ill 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
IXI Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
~ U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
M Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
~ U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
['XJ Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNDEI~SIGNED f\RE THE OWI\JERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SE1/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN F/~LLS COUNTY, IDAHO MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SE'CTION LINE, THENCE NOI~TH 00'05'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY or- U.S. HIGHWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG THE NORTH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30 TO THEREAt POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00'1.1 '41" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WESTA DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT 'ON TH E. WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE 1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE-: SE1 /4-, SECTION 17; 
THENCE. SOUTH 89'40'28" EASr'A D~TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORT,H BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4-, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 FEET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; .. 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE .OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11'40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY ,30 TO THE R£A~ POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63.56 ACRES MORE OR LESS. 
EXHIBIT 
IA 
--------- -------
----------------------_. --- ------ --------_.- _.------- - -
I j 
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Dallas Page 
3159 Redwood Avenue 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Invoice Summary 
Description 
PROJECT FORMULATION 
10) F8!1~ Avenue 
Ii." .. ,;. n ~O! 
• 
Invoice number 
Date 
2923 
07/1212006 
Project: 953 Kimberly Subdivision 953 
; ~ i 1 ,- J-;Ftn k!ir~ Rna d, S li ite 106 
Contract Current 
Amount Billed 
0.00 1,249.82 
Total 0.00 1,249.82 
EXHIBIT 
i 'B 
111 Main Street, Sui!" : '~:i 
Lewiston. In ;.; ; .. 
000269
Dallas Page 
Project Formulation 
Professional Fees 
Senior Engineer 
Donald Acheson 
Review well with Alan 
Review with Alan & Jarrod 
Review with Alan 
Project Engineer 
Alan Hansten 
Meeting wi City on water supply 
Met wi Don on tank size 
• 
Invoice number 2923 
Date. 07112/2006 
Project 953 Kimberly Subdivision 953 
Date Hours Rate 
06/30/2006 0.50 110.00 
07103/2006 0.50 110.00 
07106/2006 0.50 110.00 
Subtotal 1.50 
06/29/2006 2.00 95.00 
07/03/2006 0.50 95.00 
07106/2006 6.50 95.00 
meeting wi Rob Williams, Chris, Dallas, meeting prep, Kimberly P&Z meeting 
Subtotal 9.00 
Drafter 
Matthew C. Brander 
07/06/2006 1.00 60.00 
Display boards for Alan's Meeting. 
SUNeyor 
Jared T. Bauder 
07/03/2006 3.50 40.00 
Well Equilization Calculations 
Professional Fees subtotal 15.00 
Reimbursables 
Units Rate 
Miles 67.00 0.45 
Phase subtotal 
I nvoice total 
Alan Hansten 
Billed 
Amount 
55.00 
55.00 
55.00 
165.00 
190.00 
47.50 
617.50 
855.00 
60.00 
140.00 
1,220.00 
Billed 
Amount 
29.82 
1,249.82 
1,249.82 
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(Recording lnformation above this hne) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually; ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.c., an Oregon Limited 
Liability Company; and TIT AN COMMERCIAL 
CONTRACTORS, INC., an Idaho Corporation, 
Contractors, 
TIT AN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
an Idaho Corporation, 
, Owner and Defendant. 
• > ~ • 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) . 
) 
) 
) 
• 
"WIN FA LLS COPNTY 
Recorded for' 
WORST, FITZGER.\LO & STo\ER 
-1:11:55 pm lO-27-20011 
2008-023351 
,\0. Paj!('''': -I Fee: $ 12.00 
KRIST/:\'.\ GUS( '0('1-: 
\ount~· O("'k 
J)rJluty: RIIITF 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR 
AND MATERIALMEN'S LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the undersigned Claimant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
claims a labor and materialman's lien pursuant to Title 45, Chapter 5, Idaho Code, upon that certain 
real property, including buildings, fixtures, foundation and improvements situated thereon, and 
appurtenances thereto, located in Twin Falls County, Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
See Exhibit "A" attached hereto an incorporated herein by this reference. 
More Commonly referred to as Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
The name of the owner or reputed owner of the real property described in Exhibit "A" is 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc., the services were ordered by Dallas Page and/or Anasazi 
Constmction, LLC and Titan Commercial Contractors, lnc. 
The lien claimed is to secure payment for engineering services provided, materials fumished 
and labor provided by Claimant at the request of the Contractors and OwnerlDefendant including, 
but not necessarily limited to, project fOffilUlation, development reports, TIS Design, Construction, 
Pump Station Design, SWPPP, Final Plat, Easement work. The cOlltract for the fumishing of such 
engineering services, materials and labor has been fully and faithfully perfonned by the Claimant 
who completed the same"onorabout August 30, 2008. The period of ninety (90) days has not 
elapsed since the claimant ceased to furnish engineering services, materials and labor for 
completion of the contract. 
EXHIBIT 
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The total amount of claimant's demand for engineering services, materials and labor 
furnished after deducting all just credits and offsets is the sum of $48,549.58, due and owing, 
together with interest thereon at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum, pursuant to Idaho Code 
§ 28-22-104, for which amount claimant claims a lien upon the above-described premises, together 
with buildings, fixtures and other improvements located thereon. 
In addition, claimant has paid the additional sum of $350.00 to its attorneys for the 
preparation of this Notice of Claim and $12.00 for the recordation of this Notice of Claim, for which 
additional claim is made, together with all reasonable attomey fees and costs incurred to foreclose 
upon or enforce the lien claimed herein as provided in Idaho Code § 45-513. 
Claimant further certifies that Claimant caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Notice of Claim to be mailed to the contractors and owner or rcputed owner of the real property 
described above as follows: 
Contractors: 
Owner: 
Dallas Page 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Anasazi Construction, LLC 
3159 Rcdwood Avc. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
by Certified Mail within five (5) business days after its filing as required by Idaho Code § 45-507. 
DATED this~ day of October, 2008. 
"Claimant" 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
BY~AW 
Aaron L. Wert, Secretary-Treasurer 
NonCE OF CLAIM OF LABOR AND MATERIALMAN'S LIEN - 2 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
I, AARON L. WERT, being first duly sworn, depose and say: 
That I am the Secretary-Treasurer of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., that I have read the within 
and foregoing Claim of Lien, know the contents thereof, and state that the same is true of my 
knowledge, and I believe the same to be just, and that it contains, among other things, a correct 
statement of Claimant's demands, together with the name of the owner or reputed owner of the land 
upon which said professional services were performed, the name of the person by whom Claimant 
was employed, and to whom such services were furnished, and for whom such services were 
rendered and performed, and a description of the properties to be charged with the lien, sufficient 
for their identification. 
~LuJ~ 
AARON L WERT 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
On this;;).;)-r~ day of October, 2008, before me, a Notary Public for the State of Idaho, 
personally appeared AARON L. WERT, known or identified to me, to be the Secretary-Treasurer of 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., and the person who executed the instrument 011 behalf of said 
corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day 
and year in this certificate first above written. 
(!jlt'tis!riedesC'1'titan-hillsburo! ... ) 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR AND l'vIATERIALl\lAN'S LIEN - 3 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNOEI~SIGNEO f\RE THE OWI\IERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER IN FEE SIMPI_E OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SE1/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN F/~LLS COUNTY, IDAHO MOI~E PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORtH 89"39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641,88 rTET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION LINE, THENCE NOFnH 00'05'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT 01\1 THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY or- U,S, HIGI-IWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89"39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG THE NOI~TH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U,S, HIGHWAY :30 TO THE REAL POINT OF B[GINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00"1.1'41" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302,98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56"28'21" WEST A DISTANCE 01:' 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WEST. A DISTANCE OF 542,32 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00"05'28" WEST A DISTANcE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
TH[ WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4·, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89"40'28" EAST'A D~TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORT,I-l BOUNDARY OF THE S[1/4-, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378, 11 ~EET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1 /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE ,OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00-11'40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE or 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S, HIGHWAY ,30 TO THE REA~ POINT OF 
BEGINNING, CONTAINING 63,56 ACRES MORE -OR LESS, 
EXHIBIT 
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AFTER RECORDING MAIL TO: 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
202 Falls Avenue 
Twin Falls, 10 83301 
T\VIN FALtS COlINTY 
RECORDED fOR: 
F ! RST A~lER 1 CAN TITLE CO 
4:25:41 JIm 09-13-2007 
2007-022872 
MO. PAGEl: 4 fEE: 512.81 
KR ISllHA ~lASCoCt 
COUHrY mRK 
OEPU!~: CH ICE 
RELEASE OF CLAIM OF LIEN 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF () Date: August 28, 20()7 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that a certain Claim of Lien dated May 11, 2007 which was duly 
recorded in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, on May 11, 2007, as Instrument No. 
2007011243, and which was for the original sum of $87,801.23, which Claim of Lien is in favor 
of Riedesal Engineering Inc against Titan Commercial Contractors I Todd Page as defendant 
and which Claim of Lien is on certain real property described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SEmON UNE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER liNE 
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30r PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF TH E 
STATE OF IDAHO, AN D BEING MORE PARTlCULARL Y DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
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APN: RP10S18El77815A Release of Lien - continued 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A UNE 
PARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATlON238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A UNE PARALLEL WITH AND 60.0 
FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL UNE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINTON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542,32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTIUTY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SElj4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
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APN: RPIOS18El7781SA Release of Uen - continued 
• 
File No.: 2271.02-TF (dt) 
Date; 08/28/2007 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SEl/4 OF SECTlON 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1/4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
is hereby released and satisfied in full, as to the above property. 
IN WITN ESS HEREOF, These presents are signed and sealed August 28,2007. 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
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APN: RP10S18El7781SA 
STATE OF Idaho 
COUNT( OF Twin Falls 
Release ofLien - continued 
55. 
) 
• 
Ale No.: 227102-TF (dtJ 
Date: 08/28/2007 
On this 13th r before me, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 
Aaron L. Wert known or identified to me to be 
the SecretarY /Treasurer of the corporation that executed the within 
instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation, and acknowledged 
to me that such corporation executed the same. 
In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year in this 
certificate first above written. ~ l! 
IJ, .. ""c,IKAN"·o·i:,IC.R:'Y;'~P··u·j~B"L~1'c~"""''''l+ ¥-1 V +~ Ir Notary Public for the State of Idaho STATE OF IDAHO Residing at: Twin Falls, Idaho +~')l}jC"jCh"''''')'"",;.,t''''''I'''+ My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
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First American Title Company 
260 Third Avenue North, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
(208)734-2905, (208)734-2945 
LIEN WAIVER 
File No.: 227102-TF 0 Date: August 28, 2007 
Re: Bare Land, KimberlYI 10 83341 
In consideration of $ 84,963.11 I the receipt and adequacy of which is hereby 
acknowledgedl the undersigned hereby waives and relinquishes any liens or rights to liens for all laborl 
workl materiall machinery or fixtures provided by the undersigned prior to the date hereof for use at 
Bare Land, Kimberly, ID 83341, more particularly described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SClj4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARL'{ DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTERj 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LlNE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEETi 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON 7HE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER UNE 
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWA,{S OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRlBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT TH E SOUTHEAST CORN ER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO TH E SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A LINE 
PARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER liNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A LINE PARAllEL WITH AND 60.0 
FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
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Date: August 28, 2007 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL UNE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR l.ESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 0001S'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SWlj4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECTF-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OFTHE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.39 FEET ALONG SAID RlGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE fOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18':17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERL'f RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (1.4) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OFTHE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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ALSO EXCE?TING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1j4SE1j4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE ?ARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAlD POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17n WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 39°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER. OF SW1j4SE1j 4 
OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1j 4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE UNDERSIGNED that this instrument is an absolute waiver and reJease of 
all liens and rights to liens of the undersigned for all labor, work, material, machinery, or fixtures 
provided prior to this date whether or not the undersigned has been paid in full to such date. This 
instrument is not limited in any manner as a waiver and release of liens or rights to liens by the extent of 
the consideration received. 
Further, the undersigned acknowledges and intends that not only the contractor and owners, but others, 
including lenders, will rely upon this instrument as a full and complete waiver and release in the normal 
course of their transactions. 
The undersigned certifies that the sum mentioned above has been expended to the payment of labor, 
work, material, machinery or fixtures furnished for this project and no other. 
The undersigned further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless First American Title Company and First 
American lltle Insurance Company from any liability whatsoever for any unpaid materials, labor and 
equipment or service charges, debts or claims which may have been contracted by the undersigned. 
THIS AGREEMENT SUPERSEDES ALL AGREEMENTS OR UNDERSTANDINGS, ORAL OR WRITTEN, 
RELATING TO UEN RIGHTS. 
Dated: f)-/3 - () 7 , 
By: lJ.!YIA!I< /(l;j,:~~(:....-·---
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STATE OF Idaho 
COUNTY OF Twin Falls 
55. 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF edt) 
Date: August 28, 2007 
This instrument was acknowledged before me on September 13th 
20 07 , by Aaron L. Wert, Secretary!Treasuer of the Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 
+< 11fs;"al:'l /$I.C.s/)'J"'~""'M''')'::'+ 
i KAY I. FLAVEL j NOTARY PUBLIC .. STATE OF IDAHO 
+"J't;2l";1/ De .,,',' )Cg' l ,'",C,' ,"::' / t-l .. + 
Notary Public for the State of_....:!:I:!:!d~ah~o~ __ _ 
Residing in: Twin Falls 
My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• , mSTRlCT COURT 1 WiN FALLS CO .• tOAtiQ 
F\LED' 
tOt" NO'I -9 PH t..: 39 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR 
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_a_lli_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
~~--------------~--------~ RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
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• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• I 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That Riedesel Engineering, Inc. will bring its Cross-Motion for 
Summary Judgment before the Honorable Randy J. Stoker in the District Courtroom of the Twin 
Falls County Courthouse, Twin Falls, Idaho, on the 7th day of December, 2009 at 10:00 a.m., or as 
soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
DATED this 9th day of November, 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~ DavidWGad 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 9th day of November, 2009, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338 
1)(l 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
~~ 
[ ] 
[X] 
[ ] j)(] 
W 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
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John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P.O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: 208-734-1224 
Fax: 208-734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
r,... ,_ • 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
C \,rpo!"ation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
!:IRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS l-
XV, 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
• 
IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between John S. Ritchie 
of the firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, attorney for the plaintiff/counterdefendant First 
Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, and Timothy J. Stover of the firm of Worst, Fitzgerald & 
Stover, attorney for the defendant/counterclaimant/cross-claimantlthird party plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., that the hearing on the Motion for Summary Judgment filed by First Federal 
Savings Bank of Twin Falls, and the hearing on Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for 
Summary Judgment both scheduled for Monday, December 7, 2009, at 10:00 o'clock a.m. shall 
be vacated and rescheduled for Monday, January 11, 2010, at 10:00 o'clock a.m. at the 
STIPULA nON FOR v ACA nON AND RESCHEDULING OF HEARINGS - 2 000287
11-19-'09 16:45 FROM- e· • 
T-241 P0003/0003 F-636 
Courtroom of the Twin Falla County CO'urthouse located at Twin F"ns, Idaho. 
DATED this __ day of_------..:. 2009. 
COLEMAN. RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
By. ______ ~~~---------------
. JOHN S. RITCHIE 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
DATEDthiS£dayof MOIJJtmbg.A.. ,2009. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING -----------... 
I H£R.:EBY CERTIFY that on the day of November, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and acC\.U'atc copy of the foreGoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the 
U.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid? 
addressed to the following: 
KentD. Jensen 
Anomey at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley,lD 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH. LLP 
153 E Mam 9t 
PO Box 168 
Jerom.e,1O 83338-0168 
Attorney for third party defendants Dallas Page 
and Anasazi Construction. LLC 
JOHN S. RrrCHIE 
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Courtroom of the Twin Falls County Courthouse located at Twin Falls, Idaho. 
;/---- d 
DATED this Ie; day of ft'1'2-~-Z~~009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
DATED this __ day of _______ , 2009. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER 
By ______________________________ __ 
TIMOTHY J. STOVER 
Attorney for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of November, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the 
U.S. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, 
addressed to the following: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF JASON MEYERHOEFFER - 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS 
I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
• 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
1. That he is an executive Vice President for First Federal Savings Bank: 
("First Federal"). 
2. That the statements made herein are based upon his personal knowledge. 
3. That on September 12, 2007, First Federal entered into an agreement to loan 
Page Enterprises, Inc., ("Page") up to the sum of $1,128,187.00, (the "Loan") which transaction 
SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF JASON MEYERHOEFFER - 2 
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was closed on that date and the Mortgage was recorded on September 13,2007. 
4. That he was personally involved in the decision by First Federal Savings 
Bank to make the Loan to Page. 
5. That the Loan was made in connection with the development by Page of the 
Hillsboro Estates Subdivision in Twin Falls County, Idaho (the "Project Property"). 
6. That the purpose of the Loan was in part to provide funds to payoff all 
sums then due and owing to Riedesel Engineering, Inc., ("Riedesel"), for Riedesel's prior 
engineering services in connection with the development of the Project Property. That the initial 
loan draw was $99,649.08 and $84,963.11 was paid to Riedesel on September 13,2007. 
7. That prior to making the Loan, First Federal was aware that the sums owed 
to Riedesel by Page were a lien on the Project Property. 
8. That First Federal made the Loan with the understanding, and only on the 
condition, that in closing the Loan First Federal would be given a Mortgage on the Project 
Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to any and all mechanics and materialmen's liens 
on the Project Property, including specifically, the lien of Riedesel which was the subject of a 
Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien recorded in Twin Falls County on May 11,2007, as 
Instrument No. 2007-011243. 
9. That in approving the closing ofthe loan to Page on September 12,2007, he 
relied upon representations made to First Federal by First American Title Insurance Company, that 
the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver executed by Riedesel, together with the payment 
made to Riedesel from the Loan proceeds, would result in First Federal's mortgage being in first 
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lien position as against Riedesel for any work done by Riedesel before or after the closing of the 
Loan. 
DATED this ~ay of December, 2009. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
That he is a Vice President for First Federal Savings Bank, the servicing agent for 
the plaintiff, in the above-entitled action; that he has read the foregoing SECOND AFFIDAVIT 
OF JASON MEYERHOEFFER, knows the contents thereof, and believes the statements 
contained therein are true to the best of his knowledge. 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this ;:;:J ? day of December, 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the z? ~y of December, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the 
u.s. Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed 
to the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
2042 Overland Ave. 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E Main St 
PO Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
Attorney for third party defendants Dallas Page 
and Anasazi Construction, LLC 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Attorneys at Law 
156 2nd Avenue West 
P. O. Box 525 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 
Telephone: (208)734-1224 
Fax: (208)734-3983 
Idaho State Bar No. 1790 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERfNG, INC., 
Defendants. 
R1EDESEL ENGINEERING, INC .. an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, I 
vs. I 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN I 
FALLS, I 
Counterdefendant. I 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
OF TWIN FALLS' MEMORANDUM IN 
RESPONSE TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING,INC.'S 
CROSS-MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
000295
• 
RlEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRlSES, 
INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RlEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
I. INTRODUCTION 
• 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") asserts in Count I of its Counterclaim and 
Cross-Claim and Third Party Complaint that the interest of First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
("First Federal") is junior and subservient to Riedesel's interest and should be foreclosed. Riedesel 
has moved for summary judgment on its Counterclaim against First Federal. First Federal has 
previously moved for summary judgment against all defendants, including Riedesel. The issue in 
controversy as between Riedesel and First Federal is one oflien priority. 
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II. FACTS 
The facts as they relate to lien priority are not in dispute. First Federal has set forth 
those facts at length in its Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment. The main 
facts as they relate to the lien priority dispute between First Federal and Riedesel are as follows: 
Riedesel performed civil engineering services in connection with the development 
of the Hillsboro Estates Subdivision (the "Project Property"). Riedesel began work on the Project 
Property on or about June 29, 2006. On July 24, 2006, First Federal recorded a Mortgage against 
the Project Property in connection with a loan to Page Enterprises, Inc., to assist in the purchase of 
the Project Property. First Federal made this first loan on the understanding and condition that it 
would have a first lien position on the Project Property. On May 11,2007, Riedesel recorded a 
Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien against the Project Property (Exhibit A). On 
September 13, 2007, First Federal loaned additional funds to Page Enterprises, Inc., to facilitate 
development of the Project Propeliy. In connection with that loan a second Mortgage against the 
Project Property was recorded on September 13,2007. First Federal made this second loan on the 
understanding and condition that it would also have a first lien position on the Project Property. To 
satisfy this condition a Release of Claim of Lien and a Lien Waiver were requested and obtained 
from Riedesel (Exhibits B and C). The Release of Claim of Lien released the Claim of Lien dated 
and recorded May 11,2007. The Lien Waiver covered Riedesel's work on the Project Property up 
to September 13,2007. On October 27,2008, Riedesel recorded a Notice of Claim of Labor and 
Materialmen's Lien against the Project Property. (Exhibit D). The lien claimed in that Notice is the 
lien Riedesel is now seeking to foreclose. 
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III. ARGUMENT 
A. Pursuant to Idaho Code §45-510 Riedesel has lost any lien priority earlier than May 11, 
2007. 
On May 11,2007, Riedesel filed a Claim of Lien for work on the Project Property 
through May 10, 2007. On September 13, 2007, Riedesel executed a Release of Claim of Lien 
which recites that the lien filed on May 11, 2007, "is released and satisfied in full .... " Riedesel 
asserts that the Release of Claim of Lien did not release Riedesel's lien priority date for work it did 
on the Project Property performed after September 13,2007. First Federal disputes this assertion 
(See Section II.B. below). But irrespective of the scope or import of Riedesel's Release of Claim 
of Lien, there is the decisive issue of the statutory effect of Riedesel' s filing of its Claim of Lien on 
May 11, 2007. That filing commenced the running of a six month period of time within which 
Riedesel was required to commence legal action on its claim to prevent the expiration of the lien. 
Idaho Code §45-51 0 provides in pertinent part as follows: 
"45-510. Duration of lien. - No lien provided for in this 
chapter binds any building, mining claim, improvement or 
structure for a longer period than six (6) months after the 
claim has been filed, unless proceedings be commenced in a 
proper court within that time to enforce such lien; or unless a 
payment on account is made, or extension of credit given with 
expiration date thereof, and such payment or credit and 
expiration date, is indorsed on the record of the lien, then six 
(6) months after the date of such payment or expiration of 
extension." 
Riedesel's lien under the May] 1,2007, Claim of Lien would ordinarily have expired on November 
11,2007, unless court proceedings had been commenced by that date. However, a payment was 
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made on the account on September 13,2007. Provided that the payment was indorsed on the lien 
record as required by statute, the payment and the indorsement would have commenced the running, 
from the date of payment, of a new six month period within which Riedesel had to file an action to 
foreclose the lien in order to avoid expiration ofthe lien. Palmer v. Bradford, 86 Idaho 395, 400,388 
P. 2d 96 (1963). However, the payment was never indorsed on the lien. Therefore, the lien expired 
on November 1 L 2007. 
Even had the payment been so indorsed, no proceeding was commenced within the 
new six month extension period which ended on March 13,2008. First Federal's foreclosure action 
was not commenced until January 26,2009, and Riedesel's Cross Claim in this action was not filed 
until April 6, 2009. Both the commencement of First Federal's action and the filing of Riedesel's 
Cross-Claim occurred more than ten months after March 13, 2008. 
First Federal acknowledges that Riedesel received additional payments on its account 
after September 13, 2007. But it is clear under Idaho law that those payments did not result in any 
additional extension of the six month foreclosure deadline. The Idaho Supreme Court has held that 
only one such extension is allowed: 
We therefore hold that a payment on account made 
and endorsed on the record of the lien within six months after 
the claim has been filed does, within the meaning ofLC. §45-
510, extend the duration of a lien covered by said statute for 
a period of six months after such payment. However, 
additional or successive payments on account, even though 
endorsed on the record of the lien, no matter when made, will 
not extend the duration of the lien beyond the six-month 
period following the first payment. 
Palmer v. Bradford at pAOI. 
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The fact that Riedesel recorded a Claim of Lien and then failed to initiate an action 
to foreclose that lien within the time limits imposed by I.C. 45-510 is fatal to its claim that the 
priority date associated with that lien has somehow been preserved. Because Riedesel did not take 
timely action to foreclose the lien it claimed on May 11, 2007, all of Riedesel's lien rights relating 
to the May 11,2007, Claim of Lien, including any priority date associated therewith, were lost at the 
latest on March 13,2008. Because the payment made on September 13,2007, was not indorsed on 
the May 11, 2007, Claim of Lien, the lien rights associated therewith, including priority date, may 
have been lost as early as November 11,2007. When Riedesel failed to commence proceedings to 
foreclose the lien within the required six month time period, or extension thereto, the lien ceased 
to exist and the Court has no jurisdiction to enforce it: 
The [mechanics' lien] statute creates and limits the 
duration of the lien. The statue also give jurisdiction to the 
court to foreclose or enforce a lien on certain conditions,-the 
filing of a claim oflien, and the commencement of the action 
within the time specified after such claim is filed. If these 
things are not done no jurisdiction exists in the court to 
enforce the lien. When the limit fixed by the statute for 
duration of the lien is past, no lien exists, any more than if it 
had never been created. [emphasis added, citations omitted] 
Palmer v. Bradford at p. 401. 
The point is that the six month period is not a statute of limitations (which would 
leave the lien in place but raise a bar to enforce it); it goes to the loss of the lien itself: 
We haye held that the lien is lost as against the interest 
of a mortgagee not made a party to an action to foreclose the 
lien within the six month period. Western Loan & Building 
Company v. Gem State Lumber Company, 32 Idaho 487,185 
P.554. It was held in that case, and in the cases cited therein, 
that the period lS more than a mere statue oflimitations which 
is waived if:1Ot pleaded; That it is a limitation, not alone upon 
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the remedy, but upon the right or liability itself; and that the 
lien is lost as against the interest of any person not made a 
party to an action to enforce it within the six month period. 
Willes v. Palmer, 78 Idaho 104, 108,298 P.2d 972 (1956). 
all purposes: 
When a lien is lost by reason of a failure to timely foreclose it, it becomes void for 
Under a statute such as this, the lien becomes void for all 
purposes as to any person not made a party to an enforcement 
suit within the prescribed time. [emphasis added] 
Church v. Roemer, 94 Idaho 782, 787, 498 P.2d 1255 (1972). The lien in question in Church was 
a farm labor lien, which like a mechanics' lien also needs to be foreclosed within six months after 
the lien is filed. The logic in both cases, however, is the same. Thus the Court in Church cites 
Willes v. Palmer as authority for this rule. 
When Riedesel's lien ceased to exist, First Federal's Mortgage of July 24,2006, 
became senior as against any mechanics' lien claim by Riedesel for work done after May 11, 2007. 
This is exactly the result in the Palmer v. Bradford case cited above. In that case the materialmans' 
lien was initially prior to a mortgagee's lien because deliveries were made prior to the recording of 
the mortgage. After the mortgage was recorded, the materialman recorded its lien. It extended the 
time within which to commence an action on the lien by accepting a payment and indorsing the 
payment on the lien record. Because no action was commenced within six months after the payment, 
notwithstanding that several subsequent payments were made, the materialmans' lien was held not 
to exist "any more than if it had never been created." Palmer v. Bradford at p. 401. Consequently 
the Court upheld the trial court's judgment that the materialmans' lien was inferior and subordinate 
to the mortgagee's mortgage. 
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Therefore, even if the Release of Claim of Lien and the Lien Waiver which Riedesel 
executed on September 13,2007, were not intended to and did not release the lien priority date for 
work done before May 11, 2007, as Riedesel asserts, that priority date was subsequently lost when 
the lien upon which it was based ceased to exist on March 13,2008. Riedesel's lien for work done 
after September 13, 2007, has at best a priority date of May 11, 2007, which puts it behind First 
Federals' Mortgage which was recorded on July 24,2006. Because the lien claimed on May 11, 
2007, became void for all purposes after March 13, 2008, Riedesel cannot now rely on that lien for 
the purpose of bootstrapping a June 29, 2006, priority date onto the Notice of Claim of Lien it filed 
on October 27,2008. 
B. Riedesel's Lien \Vaiver and Release of Claim of Lien are absolute and unqualified and thus 
expressly waive the priority date ofthe May 11, 2007, Claim of Lien. 
Riedesel asserts that in executing the Lien Waiver and the Release of Claim of Lien 
on September 13, 2007, it did not waive the priority of its lien for services performed after 
September 12, 2007, as against First Federal's two mortgages. First Federal disputes this assertion 
(although it asserts the issue became moot after March 13,2008, when Riedesel lost its earlier lien 
rights, as argued in the preceding section.) 
Riedesel's Release of Claim of Lien, Twin Falls County Instrument No. 2007-022872 
is absolute and unqualified. It was executed on September 13,2007. (Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert) 
It recites that its Claim of Lien dated May 11, 2007, "is hereby released and satisfied in full, as to 
the above property." There is no statement or implication that there is excepted from the scope of 
the release the priority date of the released lien with respect to a lien for any services to be performed 
after September 12, 2007. LIKe'wise, the Lien Waiver which was executed concurrently on 
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September 13, 2007, is absolute and unqualified. It recites that "IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE 
UNDERSIGNED that this instrument is an absolute waiver and release of all liens and rights to liens 
of the undersigned for all labor, work, material, machinery, or fixtures provided prior to this date .... " 
The last paragraph of the Lien Waiver in capitalized text states "THIS AGREEMENT 
SUPERCEDES ALL AGREEMENTS OR UNDERSTANDINGS, ORAL OR WRITTEN, 
RELATING TO LIEN RIGHTS." However, Riedesel now asserts in complete derogation of the 
express representations in both the Lien Waiver and the Release of Claim of Lien that by executing 
these instruments it "intended to waive only its right to claim a lien for engineering services and/or 
materials and labor provided prior to September 13, 2007," and that "Riedesel did not intend to 
waive its priority date of any lien for engineering services andlor materials and labor provided on 
or subsequent to September 13,2007." Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert, p.3; Memorandum in Support 
of Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment, pp. 8-9. This is in direct 
contradiction to the express statement in the Lien Waiver that it is the "intention" of Riedesel that 
the Lien Waiver is an absolute waiver and release of all liens and rights to liens for work prior to 
September 13,2007. It is impossible to reconcile this statement with the view that the Lien Waiver 
excluded the priority date from the scope of its operation. 
C. Riedesel by its conduct mislead First Federal. 
First Federal asserts that the Lien Waiver and Release of Claim of Lien by their 
express terms state an intention to completely and absolutely waive and release the lien claimed in 
Riedesel's Claim of Lien dated r-.c1ay 11,2007, including the priority date associated with (but not 
stated in) that lien. However, assuming for the purposes of argument that these instruments do not 
contain an express waiver of the priority date, although waiving everything else, this would not 
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defeat the priority of First Federal's MOligage over Riedesel for services performed after September 
12,2007. First Federal does not dispute that the law in Idaho is that "what constitutes a waiver is 
essentially a question of intention" and that "the intention to waive must clearly appear, and a waiver 
of the lien will not be presumed or implied." Smith v. Faris-Kesl Const. Co., 27 Idaho 407, 429, 
150 P. 25,32 (1915). However, this general rule is subject to an important qualification: Although 
the court in Smith states that a waiver of lien will not be presumed or implied, this is only true 
"unless by his conduct, the opposite party was misled, to his prejudice, into the honest belief that 
such waiver was intended or consented to." Ibid. This means that where such misleading conduct 
is present, a non-express waiver may be presumed or implied. 
This doctrine has been referred to as quasi -estoppel. This doctrine applies when: (1) 
the offending party took a differen~ position than his or her original position and (2) either (a) the 
offending party gained an advantage or caused a disadvantage to the other party; (b) the other party 
was induced to change positions; or (c) it would be unconscionable to permit the offending party to 
maintain an inconsistent position from one he or she has already derived a benefit or acquiesced in. 
C&G, Inc. V Canyon Highway Dist. No.4, 139 Idaho 140, 145,75 P.3d 194, 198 (2003). Thomas 
v. Arkoosh Produce, lnc., 137 Idaho 352, 357,48 P.3d 1241, 1246 (2002). To prove quasi-estoppel, 
it is not necessary to show detrimental reliance; instead, there must be evidence that it would be 
unconscionable to permit the offending party to assert allegedly contrary positions. Thomas, 137 at 
357,48 P.3d at 1246. 
The fact is that Riedesel executed these instruments in order to induce First Federal 
to loan additional funds for the project to proceed, that First Federal loaned the funds only on the 
understanding that it would be in a first lien position, and that First Federal was thereby misled, to 
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its prejudice, into the honest belief that the waiver and release included the release of the priority 
date of the lien being released and that the priority date for any subsequent services would be junior 
to First Federal's Mortgage recorded September 13, 2007. S'ee Second Affidavit of Jason 
MeyerhoejJer. Thus even ifit "vere to be determined that Riedesel's Lien Waiver and Release of 
Claim of Lien do not expressly waive the priority date of that lien as to First Federal, the waiver and 
release are implied and are to be presumed in view of Riedesel's misleading conduct in connection 
with First Federal's lending of additional funds on September 13,2007, to finance the continued 
development of the Project Property. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
First Federal's mortgagee's liens under its Mortgage recorded on July 24,2006, and 
its Mortgage recorded on September 13,2007, are senior to Riedesel's mechanics' lien. (Reference 
to 9113/07 Mortgage). Riedesel's Cross Motion for Summary Judgment against First Federal should 
be denied. Summary Judgment should be granted in favor of First Federal on its Complaint as 
against Riedesel. 
''"7~ 
DATED this _~_~ __ day of December, 2009. 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE AND ROBERTSON 
I. \ //.~/ 
I :C~{'.L~-"'~ ~.RITCHIE aa~:e~s for Plaintiff 
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.(~ERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
- -fl 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2J' day of December, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing by causing a copy thereof to be deposited in the U.S. 
Mail at Twin Falls, Idaho, enclosed in an envelope with first class postage prepaid, addressed to the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Attorney for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
Robert E. Williams 
Williams Meservy & Lothspeich, LLP 
PO Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
t\.1tc·rney for Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLC 
4s"'/ j'~£/ S----(.r--.-. .e.~-.......(::;~~ ---------------------.0 N S. RITCHIE 
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• VS. MECHANIC'S AND MATERIALMAN'S 
CLAIM OF LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-named claimant ofL __ ....;\:....'--h)""""'U\....; .... c ----.>S---'! .... .. .. .,.\...>o\-<::..""' ___ County, State of Idaho, 
claims a lien upon certain real property situated and described as follows: 
t\~\\s.~~'('c:::l ~~\-~\~ .s~~\~'~'CY\ 
\.L) 1 I ~ S 't.. 'I ~ <S 4.~ ~ \ C) Y\ \\ 
T ' 
. ~O S.~ R. '~t..) ~m. \~~ 'f\ ~\\s 
- \ ~,y\ 'h:..\ \s Co '-'-'1"\ --\-~  d..~ "'-~ 
~c::,C~ 
TWIN FALLS COVNTY 
RECORDED FOR: 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING 
10:43:03 am 05-11-2007 
2007-011243 
NO. PAGES: 3 FEE: sue 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
COUM IV CLERK 
DEPUIV: BHUNIER 
This claim of lien against the above-described real property arises as a result of claimant's furnishing of materials and labor relating 
to the construction, alteration or repair of the above-described real property and/or buildings situated hereon. This claim of lien is for 
the value of the claimant's materials and labor, and against the ____ --'\-"¢;~·~~~d-~===------- being constructed on (n'PE OF STRUCTURE) 
the premises, the land upon which the ______ ==~,,__------ is located and a convenient space about the same, (STRUCTURE) 
or so much as may be required for the convenient use and occupation thereof. 
The owner or reputed owner of the above-described real property i;\; "An ~ M.!l Y'<:.. \. ~\ 
Claimant supplied said labor and materials at the instance and request of ..Lh.\\a..<s ~~?jA.. 
1 -4r: ...... 
Claimant began to perfonn labor and provide materials on the ___ -'O'o=_s,-"-_-__ day of -::s ..... 'f\.L 
~ I ~\::: day of ~""" .,~~ 20 ' and ceased to do so on the ___ ..J;Qt;.x-'O-"-___ __...1~.:......:.;-::<!L~~,'==_.l~~ __ ,t\", . 
,20~, 
'There is presently due and owing said claimant the sum of $<tl 1 ~ct . ;..!-, pursuant to the contract, after deduction 
of all proper offsets and credits, and that said amount represents the reasonable value thereof, and that claimant claims a lien upon the 
property for the above-stated sum. 
Claimant also claims a lien for the sum of $'--______ _ representing reasonable attorney fees incurred in preparing 
5 ()o this claim, the sum of $""-""""""OL-_- _____ for recording this lien, and for further reasonable 
closure of this lien. fj 
STATE OF IDAHO 
55. 
County of Twin Falls 
THE UNDERSIGNED, being first duly sworn upon oath, states that ile/she is the c.\ 6.\ mo..Y\ ~ 
(CLAIMANT, AGENT FOR CLAIMANT, ATTORNEY 
~ .. ~~V\ k. ~~J.:.,---_ 
• FOR CLAIMANl) 
the same to be Just, correct,Jl,AA 4Ve. 
.. ., 
•• 4J.-OlEE s ' •• ~. . ......... 0 ... #. 
named in the foregoing claim, he/she has read the same and knows the contents ther,and believes 
IJ.M1'hJ~,"JdjJ:-l-
.. V' .. ':~'" 
SUBSCRlBrP ~~S'Y0RN ;(}~f~re me this _____ ........ -'-_--f-
: \ ""PU8t,,,, iZ : 
:JT.lNOAPO_T'N!N FALLS 
". '\..~... 
.;) &J\. ... ./ : 
·.~A'I'f. ".- .... 
• ,,""'15'"0. ••••••••••• .. . 
•••• ,: .'~.!l.H<) ..... 
a" c_ ;; ... It' 
EXHIBIT "A" 
000307
fL..- --c\ .  '-- :I"" "u o. -' -"' .....,.' .'--O ",.,,
-'\'-"¢;~·~~~d-~ =
.-=, -- ____ 
O -~ s.
.J;Qt;~' -,, _ -l~..:. ....:. :,.-~~"- ._""'~~
_____  
'-"" D
-,J.:.c
fj eYY\~~,.Jdij«
---'- '--_-+ 
Dallas Page 
Titan Commercial Contractors 
Attn: Todd Page 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, 1083318 
• 
Invoice' number 
Date 
3662 
05/10/2007 
Project: 0953 Kimberly Subdivision 953 
Please mail payments to Riedesel Engineering, Inc., 202 Falls Avenue, Twin Falls, 10 83301 
Aging Summary 
Invoice Number Invoice Date 
3226 
3307 
3383 
3454 
3536 
3569 
3637 
3662 
11f17f2006 
12f13/2006 
01/18/2007 
02/14/2007 
03114/2007 
03/26/2007 
04f2512007 
05/10/2007 
Total 
202 falls ,",venue 
TWin falls, IJ) S 3')01 
208/733·.2446 
Fax 208/734·2748 
Outstanding Current Over 30 
Invoice subtotal 
Interest to date 
Invoice total 
0.00 
Over 60 Over 90 
Billed 
Amount 
0.00 
0.00 
338.12 
338.12 
Over 120 
20,275.00 
12,198.83 
20,275.00 
18,744.51 
27,147.84 
5,157.43 
12,198.83 
18,744.51 
27,147.84 
5,157.43 
1,936.51 1,936.51 
2,002.99 2,002.99 
338.12 338.12 
87,801.23 . 2,341·11 7,093.94 27,147.84 18,744.51 32,473.83 
Thank You, / 
~4~9k.~ 
Alan Hansten 
Project Manager 
lJII E. F'ranklin Road, Suite 106 
'vienoian, ;D 133642 
~08/898·9 [65 
III Main Street, Suite 310 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208/743·38[8 
Fax 208/898·9[66 Fax 208/743-3819 
www.nedcscicngcom r ied ese ['it r ied ese [e ng. co rn 
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AFTER RECORDING MAIL TO: 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
202 Falls Avenue 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
T'VI;\( FALLS CatTNT\.; 
RECORDED fOR: 
FIRST AMERICAN TITLE CO 
4:25:-41 JlIll 09-13-2007 
2007-022872 
HO, PAGES: j fEE: 512.69 
~:R1S!JNA GLASCICK 
COUNrV CLERK 
DEPU1V: CHICr 
RELEASE OF CLAIM OF LIEN 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF 0 Date: August 28,2007 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that a certain Claim of Lien dated May 11, 2007 which was duly 
recorded in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, on May 11, 2007, as Instrument No. 
2007011243, and which was for the original sum of $87,801.23, which Claim of Lien is in favor 
of Riedesal Engineering Inc against Titan Commercial Contractors / Todd Page as defendant 
and which Claim of Lien is on certain real property described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, lWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wl/2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION LINE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER LINE 
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
Page lof 4 
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APN: RP10S18E177815A Release of Lien - continued 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO A POINT IN A LINE 
PARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER UNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
30, PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE NORTH 0°14'00" EAST 10.0 FEET TO A POINT IN A LINE PARALLEL WITH AND 60.0 
FEET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL LINE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHE~ 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST LINE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE 51/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14); 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.39 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL. 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
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APN: RP10S18E17781SA Release of Lien - continued 
• 
File No.: 227102-lF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SEl/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14}; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEG1NNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT LIES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER Of SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SW1/4SE1/4i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 fEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
is hereby released and satisfied in full, as to the above property. 
IN WITNESS HEREOF, These presents are signed and sealed August 28, 2007. 
Riedesal Engineering Inc. 
Page 3 of 4 
000312
• 
APN:RP10S18E177815A 
STATE OF Idaho 
COUNTY OF Twin Falls 
Release of Lien - continued 
55. 
) 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: 08/28/2007 
On this 13th , before me, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 
Aaron L. Wert known or identified to me to be 
the Secretary/Treasurer of the corporation that executed the within 
instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation, and acknowledged 
to me that such corporation executed the same. 
In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year in this 
certificate first above written. ~ ~, a / \ j) /I , // 
lc ...... h's~T~J:E~;O~F~I~O~A·~H~o'm~i NO~iC f~he ;tat~ ~,... } Residing at: Twin Falls, Idaho 
+' .. ,..·lc:tllc.· •• ~.'.CI' .. M"S;')'h' ... + My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
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First American Title Company 
260 Third Avenue North, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
(208)734-2905,(208)734-2945 
LIEN WAIVER 
File No.: 227102-TF 0 Date: August 28, 2007 
Re: Bare Land, Kimberly, ID 83341 
In consideration of $ 84,963.11 , the receipt and adequacy of which is hereby 
acknowledged, the undersigned hereby waives and relinquishes any liens or rights to liens for all labor, 
work, material, machinery or fixtures provided by the undersigned prior to the date hereof for use at 
Bare Land, Kimberly, ID 83341, more particularly described as: 
TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: THE Wlj2SElj4 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER FOR A DISTANCE OF 265 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 435 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 45 FEET; 
THENCE WEST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH SECTION UNE A DISTANCE OF 168 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH PARALLEL TO THE EAST BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 220 FEET; 
THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION L..!NE 603 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCa OF LAND BEING ON THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF THE CENTER LlNE 
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30. PROJECT NO. F-2361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY AS SHOWN ON THE 
PLANS THEREOF NOW ON FILE!N THE OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 17 A DISTANCE OF 1,319.4 
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER; 
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST UNE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER A DISTANCE OF 50.0 FEET, MORE OR lESS, TO A POINT IN A LlNE 
?ARALLEL WITH A 50.0 FEET NORTHERLY fROM 7HE CENTER liNE OF SAID U.S. HIGHWAY 
JO, PROJECT NO. ;=-2.361(14) HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
'HENCE SOUTH 89°46'00" cAST ,i.\LONG SAID PARALLEL UNE 732.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, 
TO A POINT OPPOSITE STATION238+00 OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
7HENCE NORTH OO!4'OO" ~AST :0.0 PEET"70 A POINT :N A LINE PARALLEL WITH AND 60.0 
:=EET NORTHERLY FROM THE CENTER llNE OF SAID HIGHWAY SURVEY; 
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Date: August 28, 2007 
THENCE SOUTH 39°46'00" EAST ALONG SAID LAST PARALLEL LINE 587.0 FEET, MORE OR 
LESS, TO A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER; 
THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EAST UNE 60.0 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
HIGHWAY STATION REFERENCE: 238+67.6 TO 243+87 
ALSO EXCEPTING A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 BEING 
MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE Sl/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 89°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-
2361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562.68 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 56°06'12" EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 302..94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'46" WEST 617.89 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY TO THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING A 25 FOOT WIDe UTILlTY EASEMENT ALONG THE NORTH AND WEST 
BOUNDARY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCR. 
70WNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE MERIDIAN, TWIN FAlLS COUNTY, IDAHO 
SECTION 17: A PORTION OF THE SW1/4SE1/4, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOUOWS: 
COMMENC::NG AT THE S1/4 CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 39°18'17" 
WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 00°15'45" EAST 49.98 fEET ALONG 7HE WEST 80UNDARY OF SW1/4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17 TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERL'f RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT f-
:361 (14) AND BEING THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING~ 
"7HENCE CONTINUING NORTH 00°15'45" 'EAST 915.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY 
OF THE SW1/4SE1/4 OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'46" EAST 542.32 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°15'45" WEST 562..68 FEET; 
7HENC:: SOUTH 56°f)6'::''' EAST 90.17 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00010'12n WEST 302.94 FEET TO A POINT ON ,HE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 
'NAY OF HIGHWAY PROJECT F-2361(14)i 
THENCE NORTH 39°1..3'46" WEST 517.39 FEET ,i.\LONG SAID RIGHT OF WAyrO "THE REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
?age :2 or ...\ 
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Date: August 28, 2007 
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN A PORTION OF THE 
SW1j4SE1j4 OF SECTION 17 BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 17, SAID POINT UES NORTH 
89°18'17" WEST 2641.95 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 1320.97 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SW1j4SE1/4 
OF SECTION 17; ( 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 265.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST BOUNDARY OF SAID 
SWlj4SE1j4; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 435.00 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF 
SECTION 17 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'12" WEST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°18'17" WEST 168.00 FEETi 
THENCE NORTH 00°10'12" EAST 45.00 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°18'17" EAST 168.00 FEET TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE UNDERSIGNED that this instrument is an absolute waiver and release of 
all liens and rights to liens of the undersigned for all labor, work, material, machinery, or fixtures 
provided prior to this date whether or not the undersigned has been paid in full to such date. This 
instrument is not limited in any manner as a waiver and release of liens or rights to liens by the extent of 
the consideration received. 
Further, the undersigned acknowledges and intends that not only the contractor and owners, but others, 
including lenders, will rely upon this instrument as a full and complete waiver and release in the normal 
course of their transactions. 
The undersigned certifies that the sum mentioned above has been expended to the payment of labor, 
work, material, machinery or fixtures furnished for this project and no other. 
The undersigned further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless First American Title Company and First 
American Title Insurance Company from any liability whatsoever for any unpaid materials, labor and 
equipment or service charges, debts or claims which may have been contracted by the undersigned. 
THIS AGREEMENT SUPERSEDES ALL AGREEMENTS OR UNDERSTANDINGS, ORAL OR WRITIEN, 
RELATING TO LIEN RIGHTS. 
Dated: __ 0 ..... ,_--,-I-' .... -"'l_-_(-,=-J....:.:_, _____ -
) : 
/"1) /,,; / / 
" ! ,hi,. Y / ~........;..---~ 3Y:_-I-i~',..;;'~~"-,1~/{.u.l\4"--....;;",-I-,-,..;..l,,.l..-;../...,.",,,,"1.,.....; ..... 1 ____ _ 
/ 
?age 3 sf ~ 
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STATE OF Idaho 
COUNTY OF Twin Falls 
) 
55. 
) 
• 
File No.: 227102-TF (dt) 
Date: August 28, 2007 
This instrument was acknowledged before me on September 13th 
20 07 , by Aaron L. 'Wert, Secretary!Treasuer of the Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 
r ..··~cf~~~W] 
')' STATE OF IDAHO s 
+C,.;,,1 it:1 if ,C ='*4 1U1/ it ,'1,.,' atlJ' ,b.,.- Sc.,:.,+ 
Notary Public for the State of _-,I=d=a-"h=o ___ "",-
Residing in: Twin Falls 
My Commission Expires: 4-30-2010 
?age 4 or 0.1 
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I RlEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC .• an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually; ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.c.. an Oregon Limited ) 
Liability Company; and TITAN COMMERC1AL ) 
CONTRACTORS, INC., an 1daho Corporation, ) 
) 
Contractors, ) 
) 
TlT AN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., ) 
an Idaho Corporation, ) 
) 
Owner and Defendant ) 
) 
--------------------.-------------) 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR 
AND MATERJALMEN'S LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN thal the undersigned Claimant, Riedesel Engineering, lnci 
claims a labor and matcriaimanls lien pursuant to Title 45, C~pter 5, ldaho Cods;, upon that cenam 
real properr;. including buildings, fixtures. foundation and improvements situated thereon, and 
appunenances thereto, located in Twin Fails County, Idaho. more particularly described as follows: 1 
Sec E~hiliit "A~ anached hereto an incorporated herein by this reference. 
More Commonly referred to as Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
The name af the owner or reputed owner 01' the real property described ill Exhibit "A" 
Titan Commercial Contractors. :nc .• [he services were ordered 'oy Dallas Page and/or Anasaz! 
Construcnon, LLC :md Titan Commercial Contracrors. Inc. 
The lien claimed is to secure ?aymem tor en~jneering services provided. materials furnished 
and labor provided by Claimant at the rcauest of the Contractors and Owner/Dcfendam jncluaing, 
but not necessarily limited to. project fonnulalion.;dcvciopment reports. TIS Design. Constructiom 
?urnp Station Design, SWPPP, Final Plat, Easement work. The contract for the fumishmg of such 
cngll1ecring seIViccs, Jlatcriais ana labor has been fully me faithfully perfonncd by the Cl~l1manr 
who completed the same on or aDou{ August3\), :008. The :JCftod of mnety (90) aays has not 
dapsed since ~he ~laimaIlt '~eased to :'urnish ,3nglneerin~ services, :naterials ;IDa Jabor for 
completion of the c.;omract 
NOTICE OF CL';'IM OF U.BOR AND MATF.RIALMAN'S Lib:N • 1 
EXHIBIT "D" 
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The total amoWlt of claimant's demand for engineering services, materials and labor' 
furnished after deducting all just credits and offsets is the sum of 548,549.58, due and owing 
together with interest thereon at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum, pursuant to Idaho Codq 
§ 28.22-104, for whi<)h amounT claimant claims a lien upon the above-described premises, togcthe~ 
with buildings, fIxtures and other improvements located thereon. I 
i 1n addition. claimant has paid the additional sum of $350.00 to lIS attorneys for tho 
preparation of this Notice of Claim and S 12.00 for the recordation of this Notice of Claim, for which 
add.itio~l claim is made, together with alt reasonable anomey fees and eosts incurred to foreclose! 
upon or enforce the lien claimed hereio as provided in Idaho Code § 45-513. I 
Claimant further certifies that Claimant caused a true and correct \;Opy of the foregoing 
Notice of Claim to be mailed to the contractors and owner or reputed owner of the real prope, 
described above as follows:. I 
Contractors: 
Owner: 
OaUasPagc 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
A.."1asazi Construction, LLC 
3 159 Redwood A ve_ 
Gl"dIlts Pass, OR 97527 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 33318 
Titan Conunercial Contractors. J.nc. 
212 ChurchiJJ Drive 
Buricy, lD 83318 
•• _ •• ;. J : _ " • :' -~ • 
by Certified Mail within five (5) business days after ;~S tiling as required by idaho Cvae j '~5"507, 
DA TED thisc<O day at' October. :008. 
"Claimant" 
~lEDESEL 2NGINEERlNG. INC. 
j IIJ /~ 'i i :/ ' , ( ; i i / ' . {i . 1,,,,, /. ,/;l 3 v: '-// -0. iA]'''- f'4./ ./ . 
Aaron L. )1 crt. :3fcruary-Treasurer 
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STATE OF l'DAHO ) 
5S. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
J, AARON L \VERT, being first duly sworn, depose and. say: I 
I 
That I am me Secretary-Treasurer of Riedesel E.'1gineering, Inc., that I have read the witbid 
and foregoing Claim of LieD, know the contents thereof, and state that the same is true of m~ 
knowledge, and I believe the ;;arne to be JUSt and that it contains, among other things, a correci 
statement of Claimant's demands, together with the name of the owner or reputed owner of the lan9 
upon which said professional services were: pcrfonned, the name of the person by whom Claiman~ 
was cmployed, and to whom such services were furnished, and for whom such services wer~ 
n:ndered and I?crfonned., and a description of the properties to be charged with rhe lien, sutJiClcnl 
for their identification. 
~~LuJ~ 
AARONL WERT 
...... _ .. ,:;." .... 
STATE OF IDAHO 
SS. I 
I County of Twin faits ) I 
, 
I 
I 
On this;},7;~ day of October. 2008:'~fore:~1e, a Notary Public for tile State of Idabol 
personally appeared AARON L. WERT, known'orrdsntified to me, to be the Secretary-Treasurer or 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, iNC., and the ocrsan who executed the instrument on behalf of said 
, , 
corporation, and acknowledged to me that sueh corporation executed the same. j 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto ~oet my hand and affixed my official seal the day 
and y~r in this certificate first above written. ' 
. . 
/j/ 
, .. 
, . 
. : 
"! ~ \: '" 
\iOTiC=. OF CLAIM OF LABOR AND MATERIALMAN'~ LiEN • ~ 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNOE:~SIGNED ARE THE OWNERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF 'ThE OWNEf~ IN FEE SIMPLE: OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SEl/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOLJTk RANGE 18 EAST, 80lSE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRI8E] AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING ,..\T THE: SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641 ~88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTIONUNE, THENCE NOI~TH OO'OS'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49,95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH' RIGHTS OF WAY OF U,S. HIGHWA'( 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A CISTN1CE OF 617.81 FE'ET ALONG TrlE NORTH 
RiGHTS OF WAY OF U,S. :-iIGHWAY :30 TO THE REAL POINT OF BeGINNING; 
THENCE NORTHOO'I.1'4i" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH' 50'28'21" WEST A DISTANC: OF 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH OO·05'3i'K WES1' A DISTANCE OF 562.71 F'EET; 
THENCE NORTH 89·38'57" WESTA DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT 'ON THE WEST SOUi'JOARY OF' THE 5E1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE: NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE: OF 1677,50 FEET ALOI~G 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE. SOUTH 89'10'28" EAST'A Dl§TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH BOUNDAR,( OF THE SE 1 /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00" 0' 45" E.';Si A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 FEET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF' THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1 /.4., SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 602,98 rEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11 '40" E.A.ST A D1STANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH ~IGHTS OF WA'( OF U.S. HIGHWAY "':;'0; 
THENCE: NORTH 39'37'25/1 'NEST A OISTANCE OF 100,00 r.EC ALmJG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS 0::- WAY OF U.S. 1--iIGHWAY .30 TO THE REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 6.3.56 i~CRE3 MORE OR LESS, 
p, 05 
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\1 . ROBERT E. WILLI-
IDAHO STATE RAPNn. 1693 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
P. O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
• 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 BY -~ "-". '·-Cl":.l , 
Attorneys for Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLC . 9 r: - "'; r _, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFJrHE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Case No. CV 2009-489 
Defendants BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 
I--=-RI-E-D-E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN-E-E-RIN-G-, IN-C-.,-a-n-Id-a-h-o---i SUMMARY JUDGMENT BY RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., ON THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND 
ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC 
corporation, 
Counterdaimant, 
vs 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORA TIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
000322
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ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
IDAHO STATE BAR NO. 1693 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
P. O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 
• 
Attorneys for Dallas Page and Anasazi Construction, LLC 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Case No. CV 2009-489 
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT BY 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ON 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
AGAINST THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND 
r-____________ D __ e£_en~d_an_t~s ________ ~ANASAZICONSTRUCTION,LLC 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, 
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION To MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT By RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ON THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC -3-
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
• 
COME NOW the Third Party Defendants Dallas Page ("Page") and Anasazi Construction, 
LLC, ("Anasazi"), through their attorney, Robert E. Williams of Williams, Meservy & Lothspeich, 
LLP, and file this brief in opposition to the Cross Motion for Summary Judgment filed by Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), in this matter on November 9,2009. 
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION To MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT By RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ON THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC -4-
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I. INTRODUCTION 
Riedesel, one of the Defendants in the original action filed in this matter by First Federal 
Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), is the Third Party Plaintiff in a Third Party 
Complaint filed against Page and Anasazi, seeking the recovery of Forty-Eight Thousand Five 
Hundred Ninety-Eight and 58/100 Dollars ($48,598.58) for surveying and related engineering 
services. Riedesel seeks the recovery of the same amount from Page Enterprises, Inc. ("Page 
Enterprises"), and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. ("Titan"), who were originally named 
Defendants in the foreclosure complaint originally filed by First Federal by way of a separate 
Counterclaim. Page Enterprises and Titan were the owners and developers of the Hillsburo Estates 
Subdivision, on real property located in Twin Falls County, Idaho. The real property constituting 
Hillsburo Estates Subdivision is encumbered by the mortgage of First Federal and by a claim of 
mechanic's lien filed by Riedesel. The mortgage and claim oflien are the subj ect of the Complaint 
and Counterclaim in this same action. 
Riedesel has alleged in its Third Party Complaint that it has a right to recovery against 
Anasazi and Page individually because they, along with Page Enterprises and Titan are alleged to 
have originally contracted with Riedesel for the surveying and related engineering services. 
Page and Anasazi have alleged in their Answer to the Third Party Complaint that they were 
acting only as agents for Page and Titan when the original services were contracted with Riedesel, 
and that they are not, as disclosed agents, liable for the debt owed to Riedesel by Titan and Page 
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION To MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT By RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ON THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC -5-
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Enterprises. 
Riedesel has moved for summary judgment on its Third Party Complaint against Page and 
Anasazi supported by the Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert. Page has filed an Affidavit in Opposition to 
the Motion for Summary Judgment (Page Affidavit). 
II. STANDARD ON SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Summary Judgment is proper when: 
" ... the pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if 
any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact then the moving 
parties are entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw." Farber vs Idaho State Insurance 
Fund, 147 Idaho 307, 208 P.3d 209,291 (2009) 
Additionally, where as here, the court would be the finder of fact at trial, the court is 
entitled to draw the most probable inferences from the undisputed evidence before it and may grant 
summary judgment despite the possibility of conflicting inferences. Johnson vs McPhee, 210 P .3d 
563, 568 __ Idaho __ (Ct.App. 2009) Even where the court is acting as a trier of facts, 
conflicting evidentiary facts must still be viewed in favor of the non moving party. Banner Life 
Insurance Co., vs the Mark Williams Dixson Irrevocable Trust, etal, 147 Idaho 117,206 P.3d481, 
487 (2009). 
Summary judgment may be rendered for any party, not just the moving party, and on any or 
all of the causes of action involved under the rules of civil procedure. LR.C.P. 56(a)(b)(c); 
Broummet vs Ediger, 106 Idaho 724, 682 P.2d 1271, 1273 (1984); Harwoodvs Talbert, 39 P.3d 
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION To MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT By RiEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ON THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS DALLAS PAGE AND ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC -6-
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612,617, 136 Idaho 672, 677 (2001). 
The moving party bears the initial burden of proving the absence of material facts. 
Plummer vs City of Fruitland, 140 Idaho 1,4,89 P.3d 841, 844 (2003), citing Thomson vs City of 
Lewiston, 137 Idaho 473, 476, 50 P.3d 488, 491 (2002). A moving party is not entitled to 
summary judgment where it is demonstrated that there is a genuine issue as to any material fact. 
LR.C.P.56(c) 
III. ARGUMENT 
The Affidavit of Dallas Page submitted in opposition to Riedesel's Motion for Summary 
Judgment on its Third Party Complaint establishes that both Page and Anasazi were acting as 
agents only in contracting for engineering and related services with Riedesel. (Page Affidavit, 
paragraph 5). The principals for which they were acting are Titan and Page Enterprises. (Page 
Affidavit, paragraphs 5 and 6) No affidavits or other evidence refuting the status of Page and 
Anasazi as agents of Titan and Page Enterprises have been submitted by Riedesel. Further, no 
admissible evidence in the record contradicts the Page Affidavit that Page and Anasazi disclosed to 
Riedesel the names of the principals for which they were dealing. An agent is not liable for lawful 
acts done within the scope of his or her authority for and on behalf of a disclosed principal. 
AmJur.2nd Agency § 291 
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Section 601 of the Restatement 3rd of Agency provides that: 
"When an agent acting with actual or apparent authority makes a contract on behalf 
of a disclosed principal, (1) the principal and the third party are parties to the 
contract; and (2) the agent is not a party to the contract unless the agent and third 
party agree otherwise." 
McCluskey Commissary, Inc. vs Sullivan, 96 Idaho 91, 524 P.2d 1063 (1974) holding 
that an agent who enters into a contract on behalf of an undisclosed principal is personally 
liable to the third party, implies that an agent does not have liability for a contract entered 
into by the agent on behalf of a disclosed principal. Accord, 12 Williston on Contracts § 
35:36 (4th Ed.) 
IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
Unless Riedesel files an affidavit controverting the statements contained in the Affidavit of 
Page, summary judgment dismissing Riedesel's claim against Anasazi and Page should be granted 
to Anasazi and Page. This is so because the admissible evidence in the record establishes that Page 
and Anasazi were (a) acting as agents for Titan and Page Enterprises and (b) disclosed the names 
of their principals to Riedesel before contracting. If Riedesel provides facts in the form of an 
affidavit that contradicts the position of Page as to the nature of the agency relationship of Page 
and Anasazi to Titan and Page Enterprises, or that contradicts the disclosure of the principals to 
Riedesel, a genuine issue of material fact would then exist and Riedesel's motion for summary 
judgment on its Third Party Complaint should be denied. 
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The Court should grant summary judgment to Page and Anasazi, dismissing the Third Party 
Complaint of Riedesel against them, or alternatively, the Court should deny Riedesel's Motion for 
Summary Judgment. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED This~ ~ay of December, 2009. 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
QwafjJL 
Attomeyfor Dallas Page andAnasazi Construction, ILC 
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ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
IDAHO STATE BAR NO. l693 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH , LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
P. O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 
Attorneys for DalJas Page 
And Anasazi Construction, LLC 
541-955-4802 p.2 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VlNGS BANK OF 
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PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., anldaho 
corporation, 
Third party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
STATE OF OREGON ) 
:ss 
Countyof JO~C"P~ll'-lt ) 
541-955-4802 
• 
DALLAS PAGE, first being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
1. My name is Dallas Page. 
p.3 
2. I am a resident of the state of Oregon, presently residing in Grants Pass, Oregon. 
3. Anasazi Construction, LLC, is a limited liability company created under the 
laws of the state of Oregon. Anasazi Construction, LLC, is also qualified to do business in the 
state of Idaho. J am the sole member of Anasazi Construction, LLC. 
4. I do not have presently. nor have I ever had any ownership interest in Page 
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Enterprises, Inc., or Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
5. During the year 2007 I negotiated on behalf of Page Enterprises, Inc., and Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., with Riedesel Engineering, Inc., for surveying and related 
professional services. In such negotiations I acted exclusively the as agent for Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., and Page Enterprises, Inc. The services were to be performed 
for the development ofa residential subdivision in Twin Falls County, Idaho, known as 
Hil1sburo Estates Subdivision. 
6. I did not contract for services y,r:ith Riedesel Engineering, Inc., in my ovvn 
capacity or for Anasazi Construction" LLC. Neither myself nor Anasazi Construction, LLC, 
agreed to pay for the services. At the time I negotiated with Riedesel Engineering, Inc., for the 
services I was acting exclusively as agent for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. and Page 
Enterprises, Inc. 
7. Neither myselfnor Anasazi Construction, LLC, has ever had an ownership 
interest in any of the real property constituting the Hi11sburo Estates Subdivisi.on. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 
OFFICIAL SEAL 
JAYME LMATHEWS 
NOTARY PUBLIC· OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 442001 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 10, 2018 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
Residing at: IDL}D rzoR\.U.. «(, ve ,- H 
My commission expires: 0'10' 2-D .3 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneysfor Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) REPL Y MEMORANDUM IN 
) SUPPORT OF RIEDESEL 
I' , 
..... '. -~ l, ; 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) ENGINEERING, INC.'S CROSS-
) MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
) JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_M_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., M Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
~~-------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
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COMES NOW DefendantiCounterc1aimantiCross-c1aimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby submits the 
following reply memorandum in support of its Cross-motion for Summary Judgment. 
INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Neither First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal") nor any other party to 
this action has objected to or in any way contested the validity of Riedesel's Notice of Labor and 
Materialman's Lien, recorded October 27, 2008 (the "Second Lien"). As a result, it may be 
concluded that the validity of Riedesel's Second Lien is not in dispute. Accordingly, Riedesel will 
address that issue no further. Rather, Riedesel will focus its remarks solely on the issue of the 
priority of its Second Lien and the arguments set forth in the response memorandum submitted by 
First Federal. 
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The material facts in this case have been adequately set forth in the parties' pnor 
memoranda and will not be repeated in full herein. For the purposes of the cross-motions before the 
Court l , Riedesel agrees with First Federal that there is no genuine issue of material fact and that the 
sole issue to be decided by the Court is one oflaw. For the convenience ofthe Court, a summarized 
chronology of key events in this matter is provided in bullet format, below: 
~ June 29, 2006 - Riedesel commences work on the Hillsboro Estates Subdivision 
(the "Project Property"), Affidavit of Aaron Wert in Support of Riedesel Engineering, 
Inc. 's Cross-motionfor Summary Judgment ("Wert Affidavit"), ~ 5, Exhibit B; 
July 24, 2006 - First Federal records a certain Mortgage against the Project Property 
("First Mortgage"), Complaint, Exhibit "2"; 
May 11, 2007 - Riedesel files a certain Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of 
Lien against the Project Property ("First Lien"); 
September 13, 2007 - Riedesel executes a certain Release of Claim of Lien 
("Release") and a certain Lien W aiver ("Waiver") relative to its First Lien; Wert 
Affidavit, ~ 10, Exhibit D, and ~ 11, Exhibit E. 
September 13, 2007 - First Federal records a certain Mortgage against the Project 
Property ("Second Mortgage"), Complaint, Exhibit "7"; 
October 27, 2008 - Riedesel files its Second Lien, the priority of which is at issue 
before the Court, Wert Affidavit, ~ 7, Exhibit C. 
1 The Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer includes references to First Federal's "understanding" concerning its 
loans to Page Enterprises, Inc. and the effect of the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver executed by Riedesel 
with respect to Riedesel's Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien, recorded May 11,2007. Although Riedesel 
does not believe these assertions create a genuine issue of material fact for purposes of the cross-motions before the 
Court, Riedesel reserves the right to rebut such assertions in the event the Court determines they create a genuine 
issue of material fact. 
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LAW AND ARGUMENT 
Before Riedesel addresses the arguments set forth in First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls' Memorandum in Response to Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's Cross-motion for Summary 
Judgment ("First Federal's Response"), it is helpful to first summarize First Federal's 
arguments. First Federal contends, in essence, that the priority date for a mechanic's lien is 
determined by reference only to that labor or materials for which a claimant is unpaid and which 
form the basis for the filing of the mechanic's lien. Moreover, First Federal asserts that once a lien 
has been filed relative to a given project, the claimant must bootstrap any subsequent liens to that 
first lien if the claimant desires to retain an earlier priority date. If the lien claimant fails to timely 
foreclose on the first lien, the amount of the first lien is paid, or the first lien is otherwise released, 
the priority date associated with that first lien is lost for any and all subsequent liens. 
Accordingly, First Federal argues. when Riedesel filed its First Lien, it inextricably 
intertwined the priority dates of any and all subsequent liens to that First Lien. When Riedesel 
executed the Release and failed to enforce the First Lien within the statutory time period, Riedesel 
forfeited its June 29, 2006, priority date and obtained a new priority date of May 11, 2007, for any 
and all subsequent liens Riedesel may file against the Project Property. As First Federal states, "The 
fact that Riedesel recorded a Claim of Lien and then failed to initiate an action to foreclose that lien 
within the time limits imposed by I.C. 45-510 is fatal to its claim that the priority date associated 
with that lien has somehow been preserved." 
However, Riedesel is not attempting to bootstrap the priority date of its Second Lien to that 
of its First Lien. Indeed, Riedesel does not claim, as First Federal suggests, that Riedesel's First 
Lien has any bearing on the priority date of its Second Lien. This is because the priority date of the 
Second Lien "relates back to the date on which [labor or] materials were first furnished by the 
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claimant." Beall Pipe & Tank Corp. v. Tumac Intermountain, Inc., 108 Idaho 487, 492, 700 P.2d 
109 (Ct. App. 1985) (emphasis in original); Idaho Code § 45-506; Mine & Smelter Supply Co. v. 
Idaho Consol. Mines Co., 20 Idaho, 300, 118 P. 301 (1911). In other words, the date Riedesel first 
furnished labor to the Project Property under contract became and remains the priority date for all 
liens Riedesel may file with regard to the Project Property, specifically including the Second Lien. 
This priority date is not affected by any intervening liens the lien claimant may have filed 
with relation to the project. Thus, despite First Federal's argument to the contrary, the status of 
Riedesel's First Lien, the provisions of Idaho Code § 45-510 (which address the duration of 
mechanics' liens), and the opinion in Palmer v. Bradford, 86 Idaho 395, 388 P.2d 96 (1963) have 
absolutely no bearing on and are completely irrelevant to the issue before the Court. 
Rather, it is Idaho Code § 45-506 and Beall Pipe that govern the issue of the priority of 
Riedesel's Second Lien in relation to the respective priorities of First Federal's two Mortgages. 
Idaho Code § 45-506 and Beall Pipe also identify which facts are material to making such 
determination. Specifically, the dispositive facts are the date Riedesel commenced providing 
professional services and the dates First Federal recorded its two Mortgages. 
First Federal acknowledges that Riedesel first commenced work relative to the Project 
Property on or about June 29, 2006. First Federal's Response, p. 3. First Federal's First Mortgage 
was recorded approximately four weeks later on July 24, 2006. First Federal's Second Mortgage 
was recorded on September 13, 2007. Both of these Mortgages attached subsequent in time to the 
date Riedesel commenced to furnish professional services to the Project Property. Therefore, 
pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-506, Riedesel's Second Lien is preferred to First Federal's two 
Mortgages, even though the Second Lien was not recorded until October 27, 2008. The date 
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Riedesel filed its First Lien, whether the First Lien was paid, and whether the First Lien has been 
waived or released are simply immaterial to determining the priority of Riedesel's Second Lien. 
Nevertheless, First Federal argues that Riedesel expressly waived and released its June 29, 
2006, priority date when Riedesel executed the Release and Waiver. Yet there is a complete absence 
of any language supporting this argument in either the Release or the Waiver. Indeed, there is 
absolutely no reference at all to priority dates in either the Release or the Waiver. Had First Federal 
desired to obtain a waiver from Riedesel of all of its lien rights relative to the Project Property, 
including liens for work performed subsequent to September 13,2007, or to subordinate the priority 
of Riedesel's liens to its own, First Federal could easily have included language to that effect in the 
Waiver, the Release, or a separate document. As an entity that engages in lending activities on a 
regular basis, First Federal is surely aware of and familiar with subordination agreements. However, 
there is no subordination agreement in this case, and there is no language indicating an intention to 
subordinate Riedesel's liens to First Federal's Mortgages in either the Waiver or the Release. 
This Court is not the first to address the issue of whether a lien waiver or a lien release 
operates as a subordination agreement. In A.A.R. Testing Laboratory Inc. v. New Hope Baptist 
Church, the Washington Court of Appeals addressed these same issues and held that "[a] waiver 
and release of a lien claim for work done through a certain date does not extinguish the lien or 
change the date of commencement under the statute." 50 P.3d 650,654 (Wash. Ct. App. 2002). 
The facts and arguments encountered by the Washington Court of Appeals in A.A.R. Testing 
Laboratory are remarkably similar to those at issue in this case. There, a lien claimant entered into 
and commenced work pursuant to a construction contract with the owner of real property. The 
owner refused to pay the contractor, and the contractor stopped work on the project. Subsequently, 
the owner obtained financing for the project from a bank, the funds of which were used to pay the 
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contractor. Although the contractor executed lien releases and waivers as payments were received 
for work in progress, no subordination agreement was ever signed or filed. The owner obtained 
additional financing from a second bank, but again no subordination agreement was executed. 
Ultimately, the owner failed to pay the contractor for work completed, and the contractor filed and 
sought to enforce a mechanic's lien. 
In addressing the issue of whether the lien releases executed by the contractor altered the 
priority of the contractor's subsequent lien, the A.A.R. Testing Laboratory court held that 
"[p]ayment for work done [subsequent to the execution of the lien release] was still secured by the 
statutory lien and the priority of that claim relates back to the date work began." Id. at 654. To hold 
otherwise, the court continued, 
Id. 
renders the underlying mechanic's and materialmen's lien rights meaningless and 
allows a shifting of priority dates without the existence of a corresponding 
subordination agreement. ... If the construction lenders intended the mechanics' and 
materialmen's lien rights possessed by [the contractor] to be legally subordinate to 
their mortgage deeds, then a subordination agreement was required. 
As in A.A.R. Testing Laboratory, no subordination agreement was ever executed by 
Riedesel, and neither the Waiver nor the Release contain any language that can be reasonably 
construed to effectuate a subordination of Riedesel's lien rights. Indeed, the Waiver expressly limits 
its scope to Riedesel's right to lien the Project Property only to that labor "provided prior to this date 
[of September 13,2007] ... ," and does not include a waiver of Riedesel's right to lien the Project 
Property for work provided subsequent to that date. Absent clear language suggesting an intention 
by the parties to subordinate Riedesel's lien rights, the Court must not elevate the waiver and release 
documents to subordination agreements. The priority date of Riedesel's Second Lien remains June 
29,2006, pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-506. 
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First Federal also argues that Riedesel misled First Federal and that the doctrine of quasi-
estoppel should operate to subordinate Riedesel's lien to First Federal's two Mortgages. As noted by 
First Federal, the first element of quasi-estoppel requires First Federal to prove that Riedesel took a 
different position from its original position. Specifically, First Federal claims that it understood and 
believed that "the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver executed by Ridesel, together with the 
payment made to Riedesel from the Loan Proceeds, would result in First Federal's mortgage being 
in first lien position as against Riedesel for any work done by Riedesel before or after the closing of 
the Loan." Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer, ~ 9. 
However, as First Federal itself states, this apparent understanding and belief was not based 
upon any representations of Riedesel, but rather upon the representations of First American Title 
Insurance Company. Id. Riedesel should not be estopped for the representations of First American 
Title Insurance Company. There is simply no evidence in the record to support the contention that 
Riedesel ever changed its position regarding its priority date. As a result, the doctrine of quasi-
estoppel is inapplicable to this situation. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court enter summary 
judgment in favor of Riedesel consistent with its lien foreclosure claim set forth in its Complaint 
and Cross-claim and Third Party Complaint. 
DATED this 4th day of January, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~ D~~Gad 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 4th day of January, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
r·d Hand Delivery COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON US. Mail P.D. Box 525 [ ] Overnight Courier Twin Falls, ID 83303-0525 [XI Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 734-3983 
Kent D. Jensen f~ Hand Delivery Attorney at Law US. Mail P.O. Box 276 f~ Overnight Courier Burley, Idaho 83318 Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ J Hand Delivery 
WrLLIAMs MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP r>Q US. Mail P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier Jerome, Idaho 83338 tyJ Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
D~D 
REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S 
CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 9 000344
• 
ROBERT E. WILLIAMS 
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WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
153 East Main Street 
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Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Telephone: (208) 324-2303 
Facsimile: (208) 324-3135 
Attorneys for Dallas Page 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DALLAS PAGE IN 
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FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
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CONSTRUCTION, LLC, AND 
DALLAS PAGE ON THIRD PARTY 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
STATE OF OREGON ) 
:ss 
County of ~OSe-p \-\ I Nt ) 
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DALLAS PAGE, first being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
1. My name is Dallas Page. 
2. I am a resident of the state of Oregon, presently residing in Grants Pass, Oregon. 
3. Anasazi Construction, LLC, is a limited liability company created under the 
laws of the state of Oregon. Anasazi Construction, LLC, is also qualified to do business in the 
state ofldaho. I am the sole member of Anasazi Construction, LLC. 
4. I do not have presently, nor have I ever had any ownership interest in Page 
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Enterprises, Inc., or Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
5. During the year 2007 I negotiated on behalf of Page Enterprises, Inc., and Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., with Riedesel Engineering, Inc., for surveying and related 
professional services. In such negotiations I acted exclusively the as agent for Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., and Page Enterprises, Inc. The services were to be performed 
for the development of a residential subdivision in Twin Falls County, Idaho, known as 
Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
6. I did not contract for services with Riedesel Engineering, Inc., in my own 
capacity or for Anasazi Construction, LLC. Neither myself nor Anasazi Construction, LLC, 
agreed to pay for the services. At the time I negotiated with Riedesel Engineering, Inc., for the 
services I was acting exclusively as agent for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. and Page 
Enterprises, Inc. 
7. Neither myself nor Anasazi Construction, LLC, has ever had an ownership 
interest in any of the real property constituting the Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. 
FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 
3 \-:1, DATEDthis~dayof De~~~~..< 
/'~GE 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 
OFFICIAL SEAL 
JAYME L MATHEWS 
NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 442001 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 10, 2018 
3D+h day of ~&~" , 20 09 . 
~&bulO NOT UBLIC 
Residing at: I()4D Y1~\AL Riv 
My commission expires: o· I O' 2.0 -3 
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P.O. Box 525 o Hand-Delivered - Court Folder 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc.; Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc.; Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 
Defendants. 
) 
) CASE NO. CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) MEMORANDUM OPINION RE 
) CROSS MOTIONS FOR 
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
This matter is before the Court on the cross motions of Plaintiff ("First Federal") 
and Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") for summary judgment to 
determine the priority of a mechanic's lien filed by Riedesel to property currently owned 
by Defendant Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc (hereinafter "Titan"). First Federal is 
represented by John Ritchie, Attorney at Law. Riedesel is represented by David Gadd, 
Attorney at Law. No other named parties appeared at hearing or contested either of 
these parties' motions at oral argument on January 11, 2010 or by responsive briefing. 
This matter is deemed under advisement as of the date of oral argument. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS 
Page Enterprises (hereinafter "Page") commenced development of a new 
subdivision, Hillsboro Estates, in Twin Falls County (hereinafter the "Property"). Page 
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employed Riedesel to perform engineering work necessary for the development of the 
Property. Riedesel commenced work on June 29, 2006. On July 24, 2006, First 
Federal recorded a mortgage against the Property. On May 11, 2007, Riedesel filed a 
mechanic's lien against the Property claiming it was owed $87,801.23 for work 
completed on the subdivision. The lien stated that work commenced June 29, 2006 and 
concluded March 26, 2006.1 
Riedesel was then paid $84,963.11. The source of the funds for this payment 
was a loan from First Federal. On August 28,2007, Riedesel executed a "Lien Waiver." 
This document recited that the "undersigned hereby waives and relinquishes any liens 
or rights to liens for all labor, work, material, machinery or fixtures provided by the 
undersigned prior to the date hereof' regarding the Property. The document is signed 
"9/13/07 by Aaron Wert." The notary certificate states that the instrument was 
acknowledged by "Aaron L. Wert, Secretaryrrreasurer of the Riedesel Engineering, 
Inc." The document further provides that the instrument is "an absolute waiver and 
release of all liens and rights to liens" for labor "prior to this date." Also on August 28, 
2007, Riedesel signed and caused to be filed a document called "Release of Lien." This 
document released the lien that itfiled on May 11,2007. 
On September 13, 2007, First Federal recorded a second mortgage executed by 
Page against the Property. The monies used to pay Riedesel $84,963.11 were secured 
by this mortgage. First Federal avers that it made this loan with the understanding and 
only on the condition that First Federal would be given a mortgage senior to all 
mechanic's and materialman's liens on the Property, including specifically, Riedesel's 
1 The lien has an obvious error. Work could not have concluded March 26, 2006. The Court will assume 
that this is a scrivener error and that the last date of work was March 26, 2007. This factual question is 
not material to the issue before the Court. 
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May 11, 2007 lien. Titan acquired the interest of Page to the Property by merger in 
January 2008. 
On October 27, 2008, Riedesel filed a second lien against the property. Suit to 
foreclose this lien was filed on April 6, 2009 and is the subject of this action. The lien 
asserts a claim for $48,549.58 plus interest for work done on the Property. The lien 
document affirmatively states that ''The lien claimed is to secure payment for 
engineering services provided, materials furnished and labor provided ... including but 
not limited to, project formulation, development reports, TIS Design, Construction, Pump 
Station Design, SWPP, Final Plat, Easement Work." The completion date of the work is 
alleged to be August 30, 2008. An affidavit of Aaron Wert filed in support of Riedesel's 
Motion for Summary Judgment avers: "All professional engineering services rendered 
by Riedesel relative to the development of the Subdivision, specifically including 
services rendered subsequent to September 13, 2007, were rendered pursuant to a 
certain Agreement for the Provision of Limited Professional Services with Anasazi 
Construction, Inc. and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. Wert Aft. 1l3. This agreement 
is not part of the record. In the same affidavit, Wert avers: "By executing the [lien 
waiver and release of claim of lien] Riedesel intended to waive only its right to claim a 
lien for engineering services andlor materials and labor provided prior to September 13, 
2007. Riedesel did not intend to waive its priority date of any lien for engineering 
services and lor materials provided on or subsequent to September 13, 2007." Wert 
Aft. 1l12. 
The interest of Page in the Property has been previously defaulted and Titan has 
not contested either motion for summary judgment. There is no dispute that both First 
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Federal and Riedesel are entitled to the amounts claimed in their motions, including 
interest and attorney fees. There also is no dispute that both are entitled to foreclose 
their secured claims against the Property.2 
The only issue before the Court is whether Riedesel's lien for $48,549.58 has 
priority over one or both of First Federal's mortgages. No jury trial on any issue in this 
case has been requested by either party. 
GOVERNING STANDARDS 
Summary judgment may be entered only if "the pleadings, depositions, and 
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine 
issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a 
matter of law." LR.C.P. 56(c); see also Avila v. Wahlquist, 126 Idaho 745, 747, 890 P.2d 
331,333 (1995); Idaho Bldg. Contractors Ass'n v. City of Coeur d'Alene, 126 Idaho 740, 
742, 890 P.2d 326, 328 (1995). When a summary judgment motion has been 
supported by depositions, affidavits or other evidence, the adverse party may not rest 
upon the mere allegations or denials of that party's pleadings, but by affidavits or as 
otherwise provided in the rule, must set forth specific facts showing that there is a 
genuine issue for trial. loR .C.P. 56(e); see also Gardner v. Evans, 110 Idaho 925, 929, 
719 P.2d 1185, 1189 (1986). 
Where no jury has been requested and the facts are to be tried to the court, if the 
evidentiary facts are not in dispute, the trial court may grant summary judgment despite 
the possibility of conflicting inferences, because the court alone will be in the position of 
resolving the conflicting inferences at trial. Riverside Dev. Co., 103 Idaho at 519, 650 
2 As a result of Page's bankruptcy proceeding the parties acknowledge that there can be no personal or 
deficiency judgment against either Page or Titan. 
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P.2d at 661; Loomis v. City of Hailey, 119 Idaho 434, 436-37, 807 P.2d 1272, 1274-75 
(1991); Wells v. Williamson, 118 Idaho 37,40,794 P.2d 626, 629 (1990); Jones v. E.G. 
& G. Idaho Inc., 109 Idaho 400,401,707 P.2d 511, 512 (1985); Argyle v. Slemaker, 107 
Idaho 668,671,691 P.2d 1283, 1285 (Ct.App.1984). 
Where the parties have filed cross-motions for summary judgment relying on the 
same facts, issues and theories, the parties effectively stipulate that there is no genuine 
issue of material fact that would preclude the district court from entering summary 
judgment. Davis v. Peacock, 133 Idaho 637, 640, 991 P.2d 362, 365 (1999) (citations 
omitted). However, the mere fact that both parties move for summary judgment does 
not in and of itself establish that there is no genuine issue of material fact. Kromrei v. 
AID Ins. Co., 110 Idaho 549,551,716 P.2d 1321 (1986)( citing Casey v. Highlands Ins. 
Co., 100 Idaho 505, 507, 600 P.2d 1387, 1389 (1979». The fact that the parties have 
filed cross-motions for summary judgment does not change the applicable standard of 
review, and the Court must evaluate each party's motion on its own merits. Stafford v. 
Klosterman, 134 Idaho 205,207,998 P.2d 1118, 1119 (2000) (citing Bear Island Water 
Ass'n, Inc., v. Brown, 125 Idaho 717,721,874 P.2d 528, 532 (1994». 
ANALYSIS AND DECISION 
The issue before the Court is whether Riedesel's second lien filing has priority 
over First Federal's mortgages. Riedesel contends that it does because I.C. §45-510 
provides that the priority date of a lien "relates back to the date on which [labor or] 
materials were first furnished by the claimant." Beall Pipe & Tank Corp. v. Tumac 
Intermountain, Inc., 108 Idaho 487, 492, 700 P .2d 109 (Ct. App. 1985). It argues that 
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this priority date was the date of first commencement of work on the project, i.e. June 
29, 2006, a date prior to both of First Federal's mortgages. 
First Federal contends that the priority date of Riedesel's lien is later than the 
priority date of its second mortgage. It makes three arguments in support of its position. 
First, it contends that the provisions of I.C. §45-510 which require a lien claimant to 
commence a court action to foreclose the lien within six months after the claim has been 
filed operates to defeat Riedesel's argument. Next, it argues that the Lien Waiver 
executed by Riedesel on September 13, 2007 not only waived any claim for monies 
owed as of that date, but also waived any lien rights that would adversely impact the 
priority of its mortgages, including any priority dates prior to First Federal's two 
mortgages. Last, First Federal asserts that the doctrine of quasi-estoppel precludes 
Riedesel from having superior lien priority. 
A. Riedesel's Lien is not extinguished by the provisions of I.e. §45-510. 
I.C. §45-510 provides that a mechanic's lien cannot bind a property longer than 
six months after the claim is filed unless the claimant has commenced a court action to 
enforce the lien. The statute provides an exception to this rule. If a partial payment is 
made to the claimant, the claimant may extend the time for commencing an action for 
six months after the date of such payment, if the claimant indorses the payment on the 
record of the lien. Only one such extension is permitted. Subsequent payments will not 
extend the duration of the lien beyond the six month period following the first payment. 
Palmer v. Bradford, 86 Idaho 395, 388 P.2d 96 (1963). 
First Federal argues that because Riedesel did not institute a foreclosure action 
within six months of the recording of its first lien, that such failure extinguishes that lien 
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as well as any priority rights that could be attributed to the second lien. The record is 
clear that Riedesel did not commence a lien foreclosure action until April 6, 2009 and 
that it never indorsed "on the record of lien" any payments received for its work on the 
project. The record is also clear that Riedesel did institute its lien foreclosure action on 
the second lien (filed October 27, 2008) within six months after the claim had been filed 
(i.e. April 6, 2009). If First Federal's interpretation of this statute is correct, then 
Riedesel has lost its lien rights and its priority argument is without merit. 
The Court does not agree with First Federal's interpretation of the statute as 
applied to the facts of this case. If the limitation period commenced upon the first 
commencement of work, there would be merit to First Federal's argument. But its 
argument on this point is not supported by the clear language of the statute. The 
statute is clear that the six month period of limitation commences upon the filing of the 
lien. Boise Payette Lbr. Co. v. Weaver, 40 Idaho 516, 234 P.150 (1925). The limitation 
period does not commence from the priority date of the lien, i.e. at the time the work 
commenced, but rather upon the filing of the claim. 
The six month limitation period would prevent foreclosure of the first lien 
because suit was not filed within six months of the recording of that lien. No extensions 
of the lien have been indorsed on the record. Moreover, Riedesel does not seek to 
foreclose its first filed lien. Indeed it concedes that there is no basis to foreclose that 
lien. Rather, it seeks to foreclose the second lien. Riedesel has commenced a 
foreclosure action within six months of the filing of this second lien. Therefore the 
statute does not foreclose this action. 
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The provisions of the mechanic's lien statutes must be liberally construed in favor 
of the workman to obtain the ends of justice. Oybvig v. Willis, 59 Idaho 160, 82 P .2d 95 
(1938). Construing the provisions of I.C. §45-510 to require a lien claimant to 
commence this foreclosure action as First Federal argues would violate this principle. If 
the Idaho legislature had desired to place limitations on the length of time for the 
commencement of a foreclosure action following the commencement of work it could 
have said so. It did not. The Court holds that Riedesel's lien priority cannot be 
defeated for failure to comply with the provisions of I.C. §45-510. 
B. Interpretation of the "Lien Waiver." 
The parties have not cited to, and this Court has not found, any Idaho appellate 
cases which specifically address whether a lien waiver of the type involved in this case 
extinguishes not only a claimant's right to compensation for work covered by the waiver, 
but also any rights associated with the mechanic's lien statutes relating to work 
performed prior to the date of the lien waiver. Specifically, Idaho appellate cases have 
not specifically addressed whether the priority rights of a subsequently filed lien are 
extinguished by such a lien waiver when there is no provision in the lien waiver 
subordinating the priority date of the lien to other secured interests filed against the 
property.3 
The pivotal issue when interpreting the effect of the lien waiver executed in this 
case for purposes of summary judgment is whether the waiver is ambiguous. If it is, 
3 In its research the Court has discovered the ruling of the Honorable Patrick H. Owen, District Judge, in a 
case captioned In Re Tamarack Resort Foreclosure and Related Proceedings, CV-08-114C, Valley 
County. That Court faced the same issue at issue in this case. Judge Owen concluded that the lien 
waiver at issue in that case which was similar to the lien waiver in this case and which did not contain a 
lien priority subordination clause did not waive priority for work performed after the lien was released. 
That is the same conclusion reached by this Court. 
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then both parties' motions for summary judgment must be denied. This conclusion 
follows because if there is ambiguity as to the meaning of the waiver then the Court 
must resort to parol evidence to interpret the intent of the parties in executing and 
relying on this lien waiver. The available parol evidence set forth above regarding the 
parties' intentions surrounding execution of the lien waiver at issue here is conflicting. If 
the Court considers such parol evidence, summary judgment must be denied because 
there is clearly a material issue of fact surrounding the meaning of the document. If 
there is no ambiguity, the Court can ascertain the legal effect of the document as a 
matter of law. 
When the language in a contract is clear and unambiguous, its interpretation is a 
question of law and the language will be given its plain meaning. Lamprecht v. Jordan, 
LLC, 139 Idaho 182, 185, 75 P.3d 743, 746 (2003). This principle of contract 
interpretation likewise applies when interpreting the meaning of the lien waiver at issue 
in this case. Smith v. Faris-Kesl Cant. Co., 27 Idaho 407, 150 P.25 (1915). Mechanic's 
and other related liens are creatures of statute, and statutory requirements must be 
substantially complied with in order to perfect a valid lien. Pierson v. Sewell, 97 Idaho 
38,41,539 P.2d 590, 593 (1975). Yet, these lien statutes are to be liberally construed 
"with a view to effect their objects and promote justice." Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. v. 
First Security Bank of Idaho, 94 Idaho 489, 493, 491 P.2d 1261, 1265 (1971). The 
purpose of the mechanic's lien statutes is remedial in nature and seeks to provide 
protection to laborers and materialmen who have added directly to the value of the 
property of another by their materials or labor. Weber v. Eastern Idaho Packing Corp., 
94 Idaho 694, 697-98, 496 P.2d 693, 696-97 (1972), overruled on other grounds by 
MEMORANDUM OPINION RE CROSS MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 9 
000358
• • 
Pierson v. Sewell, 97 Idaho 38, 45, 539 P.2d 590, 597 (1975). It follows therefore that 
lien waivers must be strictly construed. Smith, 27 Idaho at 429 ("the intention to waive 
must clearly appear, and a waiver of the lien will not be presumed or implied"). 
The lien waiver in this case is not ambiguous. The lien waiver waived Riedesel's 
rights only on account of labor provided up to this date (the date of the waiver). There is 
no language in this waiver purporting to waive rights accruing subsequent to the date of 
the waiver. Nor is there any language purporting to waive Riedesel's priority. Had 
Riedesel intended to waive rights for work to be performed in the future the waiver could 
have explicitly stated that. Had it intended to waive its priority date the waiver could 
likewise have so stated. The lien waiver does neither. 
This conclusion is supported by the two cases cited by Riedesel in support of 
their motion. See Metropolitan Federal Bank of Iowa v. AJ. Allen Mechanical 
Contractors, 477 N.W. 2d 668 (Iowa 1991; AAR. Testing Laboratory, Inc. v. New Hope 
Baptist Church, 50 P.3d 650 (Wash. ct. App., Division 1, 2002). See also, LePore v. 
Parker-Woodward Corporation, 818 F.Supp. 1029 (E.D. Michigan 1993). Compare, 
Carl H. Peterson Company v. Zero Estates, et. aI., 261 N.W.2d 346 (Minn. 1978) 
(Waiver of mechanic's lien rights for material furnished prior to the date of the lien 
waiver does not affect the lien claimant's priority against a mortgagee for materials 
furnished to the owner subsequent to the waiver. Further, doctrine of equitable 
subrogation will not save lender's position. Bank as a professional lender could have 
protected its interests by use a lien subordination agreement.) 
Given the unambiguous wording of the lien waiver and the absence of any Idaho 
appellate law to the contrary, this Court holds as a matter of law that the lien waiver 
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does not affect Riedesel's priority rights and that Riedesel's position concerning this 
point is correct. 
c. Doctrine of Quasi-Estoppel. 
Finally, First Federal argues that even if the lien waiver does not expressly waive 
the lien priority date, that the law of estoppel mandates summary judgment in its favor. 
In its briefing First Federal expressly relies on the doctrine of quasi-estoppel.4 The 
Idaho Supreme Court has explained this doctrine in C & G, Inc. v. Canyon Highway 
Dist. No.4, 139 Idaho 140, 75 P. 3d 194 (2003) as follows: 
Quasi estoppel prevents a party from asserting a right, to the detriment of 
another party, which is inconsistent with a position previously taken. Floyd 
v. Bd. of Comm'rs of Bonneville County, 137 Idaho 718,726,52 P.3d 863, 
871 (2002) (citing E. Idaho Agric. Credit Ass'n. v. Neibaur, 133 Idaho 402, 
410,987 P.2d 314, 322 (1999». Quasi estoppel applies when it would be 
unconscionable to allow the party to be estopped to change positions from 
one they acquiesced in or from one they accepted a benefit. Id. For quasi 
estoppel to apply, the party to be estopped must have either gained some 
advantage against the other party, produced a disadvantage to the other 
party, or the other party must have been induced to change positions. Id. 
139 Idaho at 145. 
Riedesel argues that this doctrine can have no applic~bility in this case. It 
reasons that any alleged representations made to First Federal that First Federal would 
have a first lien priority on the Property upon payment by the bank to Riedesel of the 
amount of its lien claim were made by First American Title Company, not by Riedesel. 
Thus, it argues, there is no evidence of a "misrepresentation" in the record by Riedesel, 
and hence no basis to apply the quasi-estoppel doctrine. 
4 The third affirmative defense raised by First Federal to Riedesel's counterclaim asserts: "By executing a 
Lien Waiver on September 13, 2007, in consideration of the payment of $84,963.11 the counterclaimant 
is estopped from claiming a lien priority date prior to September 13, 2007." This pleading is sufficient to 
raise the quasi-estoppel defense. Because First Federal does not raise any other estoppel doctrines in 
its briefing the Court concludes that First Federal has abandoned any other estoppel doctrines and limits 
its decision to the defense of quasi-estoppel. 
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A non-moving defendant in a summary judgment proceeding has the burden of 
supporting a claimed affirmative defense. Chandler v. Hayden, 147 Idaho 765, 215 P.3d 
485 (2009). Both parties have moved for summary judgment. However, quasi-estoppel 
is an affirmative defense raised by First Federal. As such, it has the burden of 
supporting this defense. Id. As pointed out by Riedesel, it was First American Title, not 
Riedesel that represented that the "Lien Waiver executed by Riedesel, together with the 
payment made to Riedesel from the loan proceeds, would result in First Federal's 
mortgage being in first lien position." Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer, ~9. If this 
was the only evidence in the record concerning representations made to First Federal, 
summary judgment for Riedesel would be appropriate because First Federal has not 
established an element of its affirmative defense. However, Meyerhoeffer's Second 
Affidavit also states: "That First Federal made the Loan with the understanding, and 
only on the condition, that in closing the Loan First Federal would be given a Mortgage 
on the Project Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to any and all 
mechanic's and materialman's liens on the Project Property, including specifically the 
lien of Riedesel which was the subject of [the May 11,2007 lien]." Id. ~8. 
Admittedly, this statement does not represent what Riedesel did or did not 
represent to the bank. The statement is conclusory. Supporting and opposing affidavits 
must be made on personal knowledge and set forth admissible facts. I.R.C.P. 56(e). 
However, "[i]f noncompliance of an affidavit with Rule 56(e) is not brought to the lower 
court's attention by proper objection, it is waived." Camp v. Jiminez, 107 Idaho 878, 
881,693 P.2d 1080, 1083 (Ct. App. 1984). Riedesel has not objected to Meyerhoeffer's 
conclusionary affidavit and therefore its objection is waived. The Court finds that this 
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affidavit raises a material issue of fact. It is undisputed that First Federal advanced the 
monies to retire Riedesel's first lien claim. Meyerhoeffer's affidavit can be viewed 
broadly to mean that the representation that First Federal would have first priority on the 
Property came from Riedesel as well as First American Title. Although conclusory, it is 
sufficient to deny summary judgment on the quasi-estoppel defense at this time. The 
parties shall be given additional opportunity to develop the record on this issue. 
CONCLUSION 
First Federal is entitled to summary judgment that its mortgages are valid, 
properly recorded, are a lien against the Property, and that the amounts owing are as 
set forth in its uncontradicted affidavit. Riedesel is entitled to summary judgment 
decreeing that its lien is valid, properly recorded, is a lien against the Property, and the 
amount of the lien as set forth in its affidavit is owing. Both parties are entitled to 
immediately foreclose their respective mortgage and lien interests. First Federal's First 
and Second Affirmative Defenses raised in its counterclaim are STRICKEN and 
DENIED. Riedesel's lien filed in October 2008 has priority over First Federal's two 
mortgages, except as set forth below. Riedesel's motion for summary judgment 
seeking unconditional absolute priority of its lien is DENIED. First Federal's motion for 
summary judgment seeking unconditional absolute priority of its two mortgages over 
Riedesel's October 2008 lien is DENIED. 
This matter shall be set for trial before the Court without a jury on the sole issue 
of First Federal's Third Affirmative Defense (now quasi-estoppel). If First Federal 
prevails on this defense, then judgment will enter in favor of First Federal decreeing that 
its mortgages are superior to Riedesel's lien. If First Federal does not prevail on this 
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defense, then judgment will enter in favor of Riedesel decreeing that its lien is superior 
to First Federal's mortgages. 
If these parties wish to commence foreclosure proceedings pending this trial 
reserving in their judgments the priority issue subject to the rulings of the Court in this 
Memorandum, then they may submit a proposed judgment in accordance with this 
Memorandum. -~-------
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"-"'Copy to: Kent D Jensen PO Box 276, Burley, ID, 83318 (Defense Attorney); 
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January 26th, 2010 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
~~~------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. 
THE STATE OF IDAHO SENDS GREETINGS TO: 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED that, all and singular business and excuses being 
laid aside, you appear and attend before a court reporter and notary public in and for said State of 
Idaho, at Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, Twin Falls, Idaho on the 
9th day March, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., to testify as a witness at the taking of a deposition in the 
above-entitled action. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you for inspection and copying, the 
following items and documents in your possession: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subject matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
As an officer of the Court, pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 45Ca) and Cd), this 
~ day of February, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD 
By / 
~thy 1. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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The undersigned certifies that on the JL day of February, 2010, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
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/ 
~thY J. Stover 
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WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; ~d RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 
) DUCES TECUM OF JASON 
) MEYERHOEFFER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fl_en_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaim ant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefend~t, ) 
-R-IE-D-E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN-E-E-R-IN-G-, IN-':"'C-.,-a-n-Id-ah-o--) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
-R-IE-D-E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN-E-E-R-IN-G-, IN-C-.,-a-n-Id-ah-o -~) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEY OF RECORD: 
• 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the DefendantiCounterclaimant, Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., will take the testimony upon oral examination of JASON 
MEYERHOEFFER, before a qualified Court Reporter, at 10:00 a.m. on Tuesday, March 9, 
2010, at the offices of Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, Twin 
Falls, Idaho. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you the following-described items 
and documents: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subj ect matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
Oral examination will continue from time to time until completed and you are hereby 
notified to appear and take part in the examination. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this ~ day of February, 2010. 
By . 
Jiriiothy J. Stover 
~Attomeys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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The undersigned certifies that on the lL day of February, 2010, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
M & M Court Reporters 
P.O. Box 2636 
Boise,ID 83701 
(:/) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
(') Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 734-3983 
fi) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
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(208) 878-3368 
\j.:) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
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Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AMENDED 
) NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 
) DUCES TECUM OF JASON 
) MEYERHOEFFER 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_b_en_d_~_t_s. __________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claim~t, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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• 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
TO: PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEY OF RECORD: 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant/Counterclaimant, Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., will take the testimony upon oral examination of JASON 
MEYERHOEFFER, before a qualified Court Reporter, at 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, March 
10, 2010, at the offices of Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, 
Twin Falls, Idaho. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you the following-described items 
and documents: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subject matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
Oral examination will continue from time to time until completed and you are hereby 
notified to appear and take part in the examination. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this.tl.- day of February, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVE ,PLLC 
By __ ~~ ____________________ __ 
r othy J. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
M & M Court Reporters 
P.O. Box 2636 
Boise, ID 83701 
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( ) Overnight Mail 
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(208) 734-3983 
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(208) 878-3368 
·rfJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
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( ) Overnight Mail 
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(208) 324-3135 
(~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ), Overnight Mail 
(Vacsimile 
(208) 345-8800 
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WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AMENDED 
) SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
AMENDED SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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• 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
~~--------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
THE STATE OF IDAHO SENDS GREETINGS TO: 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED that, all and singular business and excuses being 
laid aside, you appear and attend before a court reporter and notary public in and for said State of 
Idaho, at Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, Twin Falls, Idaho on the 
loth day March, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., to testify as a witness at the taking of a deposition in the 
above-entitled action. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you for inspection and copying, the 
following items and documents in your possession: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subject matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
As an officer of the Court, pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 45(a) and (d), this 
-'\-l~ - day of February, 2010. 
Imothy J. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
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(208) 324-3135 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THBISTRICT COURT 
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Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
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DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of TwIn Flnl • Stlte of Idaho 
FEB 22 2010 
By--~t--_---=.'......:..I: O,;..:.O-,A;.,.-M. 
ft::=::. Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF Deputy Clerk 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc., eta!. 
Defendant(s). 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) ORDER FOR SCHEDULING 
) CONFERENCE AND ORDER 
) RE: MOTION PRACTICE 
) 
) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned case is scheduled for a 
scheduling conference to commence on March 22, 2010 at 10:00 am at the 
Twin Falls Judicial Courthouse, 427 Shoshone Street North, Twin Falls, Idaho. 
The purpose of the conference will be to enter a scheduling order regarding the 
deadlines contained in the attached schedule. All parties must appear at this time in 
person or by counsel. Counsel must be the handling attorney, or be fully familiar with 
the case and have authority to bind his/her client and law firm on all matters set forth in 
LR.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
In lieu of this scheduling conference, all parties may stipulate to deadlines and 
other information required in the enclosed Stipulation for Scheduling and Planning. 
This stipulation must be completed and signed by all parties, and filed with the court at 
least three (3) working days before the scheduling conference. The hearing will not 
be vacated until: 1) the attached stipulation is received by the court; and 2) counsel 
has contacted the court's clerk at the number set forth below to confirm that the hearing 
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is vacated. The foregoing notwithstanding, THE STIPULATION MAY NOT ALTER THE 
TIME REQUIREMENTS SPECIFIED IN THIS ORDER 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the following shall apply to motions filed in this 
case. 
L SCHEDULING AND HEARINGS. The Court holds its regular civil law and 
motion calendar on alternating Mondays (or Wednesdays following holidays) 
commencing at 9:00 A.M. Scheduling conferences and miscellaneous matters shall be 
heard starting at 9:00 A.M. Motions shall be heard commencing at 10:00 A.M. Absent 
an order shortening time, all motion practice other than motions for summary judgment 
will be governed by LRC.P. 7. As a matter of courtesy, counsel are expected to 
contact the Court's Deputy Clerk, Dorothy McMullen (phone 208-736-4036) to schedule 
hearings and to confirm the availability of opposing counsel for proposed hearing dates. 
ANY MATTER REQUIRING TESTIMONY TOTALLING MORE THAN 30 MINUTES 
SHALL NOT BE SCHEDULED ON THE COURT'S REGULAR MOTION CALENDAR 
As an accommodation to out-of-town counsel and parties, hearings on any pretrial 
motion (except scheduling conferences, motions for summary judgment, motions in 
limine or hearings at which testimony is to be offered) may be conducted by telephone 
conference call pursuant to LRC.P. 7(b) (4). Unless ordered by the court, telephone 
conferences will be held ONLY if all counsel so stipulate and the court approves that 
stipulation. Counsel requesting a hearing by conference call will be responsible for 
arranging for placement of the call and the cost thereof. The telephone conference 
must be pre-arranged by the Wednesday preceding the date of the hearing. 
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MOTIONS GENERALLY (applies to every motion). 
a. One additional copy marked or stamped "Judge's Copy" of any 
motion and opposing papers (including affidavits, and briefs) must be 
submitted to the judge's chambers when such documents are filed or 
lodged with the clerk of the court. If a party relies upon any case 
decided by an appellate court outside of Idaho, a copy of such case 
must be attached to the copy of the brief submitted to the judge's 
chambers. 
b. The amount of time each side will be allotted for oral argument on a 
motion will be set by the court. 
c. If a notice of hearing is not filed within fourteen (14) days after the 
motion is filed, the motion will be deemed withdrawn. 
2. MOTIONS TO COMPEL DISCOVERY. 
a. A motion to compel discovery must contain a certification as required 
by IRCP 37(a) (2) (that efforts were made to resolve the dispute before 
the motion was filed). 
The motion to compel must SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THAT PORTION 
OF THE DISCOVERY AT ISSUE and CONTAIN A STATEMENT OF 
REQUESTED RELIEF. 
b. Reasonable expenses incurred when successfully prosecuting or 
opposing a motion to compel discovery shall be awarded as provided 
in Rule 37(a)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
3. MOTIONS FOR FULL OR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT. 
a. The party moving for summary judgment shall prepare as separate 
documents: (a) a motion; (b) a legal memorandum containing a 
written statement of reasons and legal authority in support of the 
motion, and (c) a concise statement of the claimed undisputed 
material facts alleged by movant. Each statement of facts shall 
include a reference to the particular place in the record which supports 
the claimed fact. The legal memorandum shall ALSO include a 
statement, supported by authority, of the elements of any claim or 
defense relevant to the motion. 
b. The party opposing a motion for summary judgment shall prepare as 
separate documents: (a) a legal memorandum containing a written 
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statement of reasons in opposition to the motion, and (b) a concise 
statement of claimed genuine issues of material fact and/or which are 
material facts omitted from the moving party's statement of facts. 
Each statement of a fact shall include a reference to the particular 
place in the record which supports the factual dispute. The legal 
memorandum shall include a statement, supported by authority, of the 
elements of any claim or defense relevant to the motion. 
c. The schedule for serving briefs and affidavits shall be as set forth in 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(c). THESE TIME REQUIREMENTS 
SHALL BE STRICTLY COMPLIED WITH. 
Randy J. Stokel.-~/ 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned certifies that on the 23rd day of February, 2010, she caused a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE 
AND ORDER RE: MOTION PRACTICE to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Plaintiff's Counsel: 
John S. Ritchie 
Po Box 525 
Twin Falls ID 83303-0525 
Mailed V' Courthouse Mailbox 
'----
Defendant's Counsel: 
Kent D Jensen 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Mailed'/ Courthouse Mailbox 
'----
Timothy J Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
Mailed V Courthouse Mailbox __ 
Robert E. Williams III 
PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338-0168 
Mailed / Courthouse Mailbox __ 
Faxed 
--
Faxed 
--
Faxed __ 
Faxed __ 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) STIPULATION FOR 
) SCHEDULING AND PLANNING 
) 
Page Enterprises, Inc., eta!. ) 
) 
Defendant(s). 
The above parties hereby stipulate to the following scheduling deadlines: 
A. EXPERT WITNESSES 
(Plaintiff's experts) 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on which the 
witness is expected to testify. 
2. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required by 
Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
3. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of the 
plaintiff's initial expert witnesses. 
(Defendant's experts) 
4. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on 
which the witness is expected to testify. 
5. days before trial, defendant shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
6. days before trial, plaintiff shall complete any depositions of the 
defendant's expert witnesses. 
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(Plaintiff's rebuttal experts) 
7. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial to rebut new information or issues disclosed 
or raised by the defendant. 
8. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding the rebuttal expert 
witnesses. 
9. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of 
the plaintiff's rebuttal expert witnesses. 
B. LAY WITNESSES 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
2. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
3. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each lay witness 
(excluding impeachment witnesses) plaintiff intends to call at trial to rebut new 
information or issues disclosed or raised by the defendant. 
4. _____ days before trial, all parties shall complete any depositions of lay 
witnesses. 
C. DEADLINES FOR INITIATING DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial is the last day for serving interrogatories, 
requests for production, requests to permit entry upon land or other property, and 
requests for admission. 
2. _____ days before trial is the last day for filing motions for a physical or 
mental examination. 
D. DEADLINE FOR SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial, all parties must serve any supplemental 
response to discovery required by Rule 26(e) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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E. PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
1. ______ days before trial is the last day to file motions to add additional 
parties to the lawsuit. 
2. days before trial is the last day to file a motion to amend the 
claims between existing parties to the lawsuit, including to add a claim for punitive 
damages. 
3. All other non-dispositive pre-trial motions (including, but not 
limited to motions in limine) must be filed and heard not less than fourteen (14) days 
before trial. 
F. TRIAL SETTING 
1. This case can be set for a trial to commence on or after _____ _ 
Note, that absent extremely compelling circumstances, no case will be set for 
trial more than 510 days from the date of filing the complaint. 
2. It is estimated that the trial will take ____ days. 
3. This case is to be tried as a: 
____ court trial 
___ --'jury trial 
4. Parties preference for trial dates: (Please confer and complete. Do not 
attach "unavailable dates")' 
(a) Week of Tuesday, __________ , 20_. 
(b) Week of Tuesday, ,20_. 
(c) Week of Tuesday, ,20 . 
5. The parties will submit a pretrial conference memorandum pursuant to 
LR.C.P. 16(d), which shall be filed with the Clerk no later than seven (7) days before the 
pre-trial conference. The Memorandum may be filed as a joint submission or 
separately. 
G. MEDIATION 
1. The parties agree to mediation: Yes No 
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2. If yes: 
a. The parties agree to submit to mediation with a mediator mutually 
agreed upon. 
b. Mediation shall begin _____ days prior to trial. 
c. Unless otherwise agreed in writing between the parties, the cost of 
mediation shall be equally divided between the parties. 
The parties reserve the right to amend this stipulation by agreement of all 
parties, subject to Court approval; each party reserves the right to seek 
amendment hereof by Court order, and to request further status conferences for 
such purpose, in accordance with I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
Appearances: 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Defendant(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Other Parties: 
Date: 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
) DISCOVERY 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_b_en_d_a_ffi_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-l 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
• 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant/Counterclaimant RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., by and through its attorney of record, Timothy J. Stover, served 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS 
BANK OF TWIN FALLS upon the Plaintiff on the ~ day of February, 2010, by placing a 
true and correct copy thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid, in an envelope, 
addressed as follows: 
Copy John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
The original of Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for 
Production and Requests for Admission to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls shall be 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-2 
< 
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retained at the offices of WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC for a period of at least one 
(l) year after the final disposition of this action. 
DATED this d4 day of February, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVE 
y J. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the m day of February, 2010, he caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
John S. Ritchie 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
P.O. Box 525 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-525 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-3 
64 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 734-3983 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
(/J U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid (J Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell Page 3 
• 'OISTRlcr COURT TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 MAR -3 PH 3: J 5 
BY 
rVl ',. ClE'RK 0,·) '-~¥f+---. _DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an [daho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF 
COUNSEL 
30470,0177. 1833780, 1 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) --------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP is 
Page 4 
hereby substituted as attorneys of record for Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls 
in the above-entitled action, in the place and stead of John S. Ritchie, of the finn Coleman, 
Ritchie & Robertson. 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 2 
30470,0177,1833780.1 
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3/3/2010 3:13:49 PM Lynn Tuning 
MAR-03-20tO WED 01:46 pMIIILEMAN RITCHIE ROBERTSO 
3/3/2010 11:04:48 ~ Lynn TUning 
DATED THIS .,$- r£.CMarclt. 2010. 
Hawley Troxell 
FAX NO. 1~439B3 HaWley~xell 
COLEMAN, RITCHIE & ROBERTSON 
Page 5 
p. 02 
Pairs 5 
/~~ BY~~~~~~ ________________ __ &fiikhie 
?~ 
DATED nus ~ clay of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNJS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 3 
~Cl470.D171Ia3:l7OO. , 
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• 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3.!day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy 1. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Fa11s, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 4 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail ~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U. S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
30470,0177.1833780.1 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) SECOND AMENDED 
) SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SECOND AMENDED SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - 1 
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COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
THE STATE OF IDAHO SENDS GREETINGS TO: 
JASON MEYERHOEFFER 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED that, all and singular business and excuses being 
laid aside, you appear and attend before a court reporter and notary public in and for said State of 
Idaho, at Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, Twin Falls, Idaho on the 
6th day April, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., to testify as a witness at the taking of a deposition in the above-
entitled action. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you for inspection and copying, the 
following items and documents in your possession: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subj ect matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
As an officer of the Court, pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 4S(a) and (d), this 
'i't day of March,2010. 
:ORST'FI~ __ :'--___ iI 
~hy 1. Stover 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
SECOND AMENDED SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of March, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Ryan T. McFarland iiJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
HA WLEY, TROXELL, ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP ( ) Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 1617 (, ) Overnight Mail 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 OQ Facsimile 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
(208) 954-5223 
oQ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(~Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
tXJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
9Q Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
rJ·Stover 
SECOND AMENDED SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - 3 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) SECOND AMENDED 
) NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 
) DUCES TECUM OF JASON 
) MEYERHOEFFER 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
~----------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM OF JASON 
MEYERHOEFFER - 1 
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COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
___________ C_r_o_ss_-_D_e_fu_n_d_a_nt_s_. _____________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEY OF RECORD: 
• 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the DefendantlCounterclaimant, Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., will take the testimony upon oral examination of JASON 
MEYERHOEFFER, before a qualified Court Reporter, at 10:00 a.m. on Tuesday, April 6, 
2010, at the offices of Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, 746 N. College Rd., Suite C, Twin 
Falls, Idaho. 
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to bring with you the following-described items 
and documents: 
1. Copies of all records in your possession related to the subject matter of this lawsuit, 
which have not been previously disclosed through discovery. 
Oral examination will continue from time to time until completed and you are hereby 
notified to appear and take part in the examination. 
This deposition will be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this~ day of March, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STO::~SLLC/ .--:? 
/. /' .~/ 
.c.::':··" .... ······ ;..;:-~,/'  
~..;::",,,,'" " . --7 ---- /" - .•....... ~<~ .,,~ ..... ~ . .,.,-- .F/ 
By ____________________________ _ 
Timothy J. Stover 
~. Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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_____________  _ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the £ day of March, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Ryan T. McFarland ~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
HA WLEY, TROXELL, ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP ( ) Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 1617 ~.) Overnight Mail 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 t.X( Facsimile 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
M & M Court Reporters 
P.O. Box 2636 
Boise, ID 83701 
<: 
""#'/"~ 
~ .. 
. ,.,-
-" 
(208) 954-5223 
00 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
tI:J U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(~ Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
CX) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ') Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
CX2 Facsimile 
(208) 345-8800 
c.T1:mothy J. Stover 
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls will 
call its Motion for Summary Judgment for hearing before the above-entitled Court, the 
Honorable Randy J. Stoker, District Judge, presiding, on Monday the 19th day of April, 2010, at 
10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 2 
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9''b-DATED THIS day of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this Ofb- day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
R u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
IZ-U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5233 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, moves for summary judgment against 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 
56(a) and 56(c), on the grounds that Riedesel's Notice of Claim of Labor and Materialmen's 
Lien is invalid on its face in that it does not contain a verification as required by Idaho law, and 
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is therefore unenforceable and not prior in right to First Federal's Mortgage with respect to the 
property at issue in this action. 
This motion is supported by the accompanying memorandum and Affidavit of Ryan T. 
McFarland, as well as by the records and files in this action. 
DATED THIS q ~day of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
By t1 ~ 
Ryan T. ~d, ISB No. 7347 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
AGAINST DEFENDANT RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. by the method indicated below, 
and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
:t--U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxel1.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this 
Memorandum in Support of its Second Motion For Summary Judgment Against Defendant 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
First Federal holds mortgages of unquestioned validity covering the property at issue in 
this action (the "Property"). Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") claims a mechanic's lien 
(the "Lien") with respect to the Property, which, Riedesel claims, is prior in right to First 
Federal's mortgages; however, Riedesel's Lien is facially invalid, and therefore unenforceable 
and void as to First Federal's interest in the Property because Riedesel failed to comply with the 
unambiguous and strictly-enforced statutory requirement that the Lien be verified by the oath of 
the claimant. This statutory failure invalidates the Lien as a matter oflaw. On January 25,2010, 
this Court issued a Memorandum Opinion on First Federal's previous Motion for Summary 
Judgment, which was founded on First Federal's claim that it's interest in the Property was 
senior to Riedesel's interest in light of the Lien Release and Lien Waiver signed by Riedesel; this 
instant Motion for Summary Judgment is brought on entirely different grounds: the facial 
invalidity of Riedesel's Lien. In light of Riedesel's failure to comply with the statutory 
requirements for valid lien creation, this Court should grant First Federal summary judgment as 
to its claim oflien priority over Riedesel, and leave Riedesel to pursue its breach of contract 
claims, if any, against Defendants Dallas Page, Anasazi Construction, LLC, and Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
II. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS 
1. On June 29, 2006, Riedesel commenced engineering work on Hillsboro Estates 
subdivision in Twin Falls County (the "Property"), pursuant to a contract with Dallas Page, 
Anasazi Construction, LLC, and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. Memorandum Opinion Re 
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Cross Motions For Summary Judgment (hereinafter, the Court's "January Decision"), entered 
January 25,2010, p. 2. 
2. On July 24, 2006, First Federal recorded a mortgage against the Property in the 
amount of$715,162.00. January Decision, p. 2. 
3. On September 13, 2007, First Federal recorded a second mortgage against the 
Property in the amount of$1,128,187.00. January Decision, p. 2. 
4. On August 30, 2008, Riedesel allegedly completed its work on the Property. 
January Decision, p. 3; McFarland Aff., ~ 2, Exh. A. 
5. On October 27,2008, Riedesel filed its Lien as Instrument No. 2008-023351, 
Official Records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, against the Property, asserting a right to payment 
in the amount of$48,549.58, plus interest. January Decision, p. 3; McFarland Aff., ~ 2, Exh. A. 
6. The Lien contains an acknowledgement, but not a verification as required under 
Idaho Code Sections 45-507 and 51-109, and under Idaho case law. McFarland Aff., ~ 2, Exh. A 
7. First Federal filed its Complaint initiating this action on January 26,2009. 
8. Riedesel filed its Counterclaim and Cross-Claim and Third Party Complaint to 
foreclose its Lien in this action on April 6, 2009. 
9. On January 25,2010, this Court entered the January Order, holding that "Riedesel 
is entitled to summary judgment decreeing that its lien is valid, properly recorded, [and] is a lien 
against the Property," and that the only remaining issue before the Court, as between First 
Federal and Riedesel, is First Federal's quasi-estoppel defense. January Order, p. 13. 
III. 
STANDARD OF REVIEW 
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Summary judgment "shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions, and 
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to 
any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw." Idaho 
Rule of Civil Procedure 56( c). In a motion for summary judgment, the moving party has the 
burden of establishing the lack of a genuine issue of material fact. Orthman v. Idaho Power Co., 
130 Idaho 597, 600, 944 P.2d 1360, 1363 (1997). To meet this burden, the moving party must 
challenge in its motion and establish through evidence that no issue of material fact exists for an 
element ofthe nonmoving party's case. Smith v. Meridian Joint Sch. Dist. No.2, 128 Idaho 714, 
719,918 P.2d 583,588 (1996). The nonmoving party "may not rest upon the mere allegations or 
denials of that party's pleadings, but the party's response, by affidavits or as otherwise provided 
in this rule, must set forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial." Idaho 
Rule of Civil Procedure 56( e). 
The nonmoving party must submit more than just conclusory assertions that an issue of 
material fact exists to establish a genuine issue. Coghlan v. Beta Theta Pi Fraternity, 133 Idaho 
388,401,987 P.2d 300,313 (1999). "[A] mere scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt as to 
the facts is not sufficient to create a genuine issue of material fact for purposes of summary 
judgment." Samuel v. Hepworth, Nungester & Lezamiz, Inc., 134 Idaho 84, 87, 996 P.2d 303, 
306 (2000). 
IV. 
ARGUMENT 
A. Riedesel's Lien Is Facially Invalid, And Therefore Unenforceable, Because It Is Not 
"Verified By The Oath Of The Claimant." 
Mechanics' liens are creations of statute and a lien claimant must comply with the 
statutory requirements in order to perfect a lien. Fairfax v. Ramirez, 133 Idaho 72, 77, 982 P.2d 
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375,380 (1999). Those requirements are set forth in Idaho Code Section 45-507, which 
provides, in pertinent part: 
(1) Any person claiming a lien pursuant to the provisions ofthis 
chapter must file a claim for record with the county recorder for 
the county in which such property or some part thereof is situated. 
***** 
(4) Such claim must be verified by the oath of the claimant, his 
agent or attorney, to the effect that the affiant believes the same to 
be just. 
By the very terms of the statute, liens that do not contain the affiant's sworn statement, under 
oath, that the affiant "believes the [claim of lien] to be just" are not enforceable. 
For a lien to be verified "under oath," the document must be "sworn to or affirmed by the 
declarant before a person authorized to administer oaths. State of Alaska v. Hansen, 116 Idaho 
927,928, 782 P.2d 50,51 (Ct. App. 1989) (emphasis added). Indeed, a person cannot place 
himself under oath, but must be placed under "oath that he will testify, declare ... or certify truly 
before any competent . .. officer or person in any of the cases in which such an oath may by law 
be administered. Idaho Code section 18-5401 (emphasis added). Such an oath subjects the 
person to Idaho's peIjury laws. See Idaho Code section 18-5401; State v. Wolfrum, 145 Idaho 
44, 175 P.3d 206,208 (Ct. App. 2007) (holding that peIjury can only be committed by a person 
who has "taken an oath to testify truthfully"). Notaries public are authorized by statute to 
administer oaths (Idaho Code section 51-107), and it is the notary's certificate that satisfies Idaho 
Code section 45-507's verification requirement. 
Idaho's Notary Public Act, Idaho Code Section 51-109, sets forth the necessary elements 
of proper verification under Idaho Code Section 45-507. See Oregon Shortline Railroad Co. v. 
Minidoka County, 28 Idaho 214, 218, 153 P. 424,425 (1915) (holding that "where there is one 
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statute dealing with one subject in general and comprehensive terms, and another dealing with 
the same subject in a more minute and definite way, the two should be read together and 
harmonized"). Idaho Code Section 51-109(4) states that: 
A certificate of verification of an instrument shall follow the 
maker's signature and shall identify the notary public and certify 
that the maker personally appeared, was sworn, stated his authority 
for making the instrument, and averred the truth of the statements 
therein. 
Idaho Code Section 51-1 09(4) provides the following example of a proper verification: 
I, ............... , a notary public, do hereby certify that on this .... day 
of .......... , 19 ... , personally appeared before me ................ , who, 
being by me first duly sworn, declared that he is the .......... of 
............ , that he signed the foregoing document as .............. ofthe 
corporation, and that the statement therein contained are true. 
These statutory requirements are clear and unambiguous. Riedesel failed to comply with these 
statutory requirements, and the Lien is invalid on its face. 
Riedesel's Lien contains an acknowledgment, not a verification. Pursuant to Idaho Code 
Section 55-710, an acknowledgement states as follows: 
On this ...... day of ...... , in the year of ...... , before me (here insert 
the name and quality of the officer), personally appeared ...... , 
known or identified to me (or proved to me on the oath of ...... ), to 
be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, 
and acknowledged to me that he (or they) executed the same. 
An acknowledgment is merely a declaration that the claimant appeared before a notary and 
"proved that he was who he said he was." Cornerstone Builders, Inc. v. McReynolds, 136 Idaho 
843,846,41 P.3d 271,274 (2001). An acknowledgment does not substantially comply with the 
verification requirement imposed by a lien statute. Treasure Valley Plumbing and Heating, Inc. 
v. Earth Resources Co., 106 Idaho 920, 922, 684 P.2d 322,324 (1984) (citing HA.MS. Co. v. 
Electrical Contractors of Alaska, Inc., 563 P.2d 258 (Ala. 1977). 
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A person's own statement that he "swears" to a lien, absent the notary's verification 
certificate, does not satisfy Idaho Code section 45-507. In addressing the same set of 
circumstances as those presented in this case, the Idaho Court of Appeals held that a mechanic's 
lien which fails to include a verification under oath that the claimant believes the contents of the 
lien to be true and just is invalid as a matter oflaw. Cornerstone, 136 Idaho at 847, 41 P.3d at 
274. In Cornerstone, the claim oflien at issue included only an "Acknowledgment" paragraph, 
which stated: 
State of Idaho 
County of Ada 
On May 6, 1999 before me, 
Appeared David Harp 
Personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of 
satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are 
subscribed to the [sic] within the instrument and acknowledged to 
me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their 
capacity(ies), and that by hislher/their signature(s) on the 
instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the 
person(s) acted, executed this instrument. 
WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
Id. 41 P 3d at 273. Space for the signature of a notary public followed the acknowledgement. 
Id. 
The Idaho Court of Appeals held that the lien was invalid as a matter of law because it 
included only a statement that the maker was who he said he was (an acknowledgment) and not a 
statement under oath administered by one statutorily authorized to administer oaths that he 
believed the contents therein to be true and just (a verification), the language ofthe claim oflien 
failed to meet the verification requirement. Id., at 274. The court refused to find that the 
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acknowledgement was in substantial compliance with the verification provision because such a 
finding "would effectively render the verification requirement ofIdaho Code section 45-507 a 
nUllity." Id. Cornerstone's claim oflien was held invalid as a matter oflaw. Id., at 275. 
In HA.M.S. Co. Electric Contractors of Alaska, 563 P.2d 258 (Alaska 1977), the court 
held that a corporate acknowledgment does not constitute substantial compliance with the 
verification requirement of the mechanic's lien statute. In HA.MS., the Alaskan trial court was 
reversed after granting a judgment to foreclose a mechanic's lien. The party opposing the lien 
had defended on the grounds that the claim of lien was invalid because the lien claimant had 
merely affixed a corporate acknowledgment to the claim of lien without including a sworn 
statement attesting to the truth of the facts contained in the instrument. The lien claimant 
countered by stating that the corporate acknowledgment constituted "substantial compliance" 
with the mechanic's lien statute. The Alaskan Supreme Court rejected the lien claimant's 
argument, noting that, "It is established in law that a verification is a sworn statement of the truth 
of the facts stated in the instrument which is verified." Id., at 260 (emphasis added). The lien's 
acknowledgement was insufficient, and the lien was declared invalid. Id., at 264. 
In reaching its decision, the HA.MS. court cited to several cases with similar fact 
patterns and consistent holdings, including Bell and Zajicek, Inc. v. Heyward-Robinson Co., 23 
Conn.Supp. 296, 182 A.2d 339 (1962), wherein the Connecticut court invalidated liens that were 
not sworn to by the lien claimant; instead, the liens were "signed by the president of the plaintiff 
corporation, but instead of the truth of the contents of the certificates being sworn to, the officer 
subscribing to the certificates merely made an acknowledgment before a commissioner of the 
Superior Court that he was the signer and sealer of the instrument." Id., 182 A.2d at 340. The 
Bell court concluded that the plain meaning of the language of the statute requiring verification 
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cannot be ignored and "a certificate which merely recites that the claimant 'acknowledges' 
execution of the lien is insufficient." Id. Likewise, in Hoffman v. Palm Springs, 169 Cal. App. 
645,337 P.2d 521,523 (1959), the California District Court of Appeals granted a municipality's 
motion for judgment on the pleadings, rejecting the claimant's argument that an unverified claim 
for damages was in substantial compliance with the controlling statute: 
The statute involved here provides merely that the claim be 
verified .... A verification is an affidavit of the truth of the matters 
stated ... Its object is to insure good faith in the averments [of] 
statements of a party .... The chief test of the sufficiency of the 
affidavit is whether it is so clear and certain that an indictment for 
perjury may be sustained on it if false ... 
Id. Because there was no sworn affidavit attached to the claim as to the truth of the matters 
asserted, the unverified claim was dismissed on the pleadings. Id. 
These cases are all consistent with controlling Idaho decisions that render Riedesel's Lien 
void. See BMC West Corp. V Horkley, 144 Idaho 890, 174 P.3d 399 (2007) (finding that the 
definition of "verification" is a "formal declaration made in the presence of an authorized officer, 
such as a notary public .... " (internal citations omitted)); Cornerstone; and Treasure Valley. 
Every interpretation of the term "verification" included in the case law and Idaho Code 
provisions discussed above holds that the contents of the lien must be sworn to before a public 
notary, subject to penalty of perjury, regardless of whether the definition of verification is stated 
as "a sworn statement of the truth of the facts stated in the instrument which is verified 
(H.A.MS., 563 P.2d at 260), "an affidavit ofthe truth ofthe matters stated" (Hoffman, 337 P.2d 
at 523), "a confirmation of correctness, truth or authenticity, by affidavit, oath or deposition 
(Treasure Valley, 684 P.2d at 324), or "a formal declaration made in the presence of an 
authorized officer, such as a notary public" (BMC West, 174 P.3d at 406). 
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The interplay between a statutory mandate and substantial compliance was noted in 
Anderson v. Chambliss, 199 Or. 400, 262 P.2d 298 (1953). See also Christman v. Salway, 103 
Or. 666, 205 P. 541 (1922). In Anderson, The Oregon Supreme Court, in interpreting its 
mechanic's lien statute, held: 
It is well established in this state that because the right to a lien is 
purely statutory, a claimant to such a lien must in the first instance 
bring himself clearly within the terms of such law. The statute is 
strictly construed as to the person entitled to its benefits and as to 
the procedure necessary to perfect the lien. . .. However, when the 
claimant's right to a lien has been clearly established, the law will 
be liberally interpreted toward accomplishing the purpose of its 
enactment. 
Id at 300. Thus, the court recognized that the mechanic's lien statute is strictly construed as to 
procedural defects. 
Strict construction ofthe verification requirement is consistent with Idaho courts' strict 
construction of other procedural requirements necessary to perfect and foreclose on a mechanic's 
lien. For example, Idaho courts have a long history of strictly construing the six (6) month 
limitation for filing foreclosure actions under Idaho Code Section 45-510. In Willes v. Palmer, 
78 Idaho 104,298 P.2d 972 (1956), the Idaho Supreme Court held that a lien claimant could not 
enforce his lien against the interest held by his wife because he failed to name his wife as a party 
within the six (6) month statutory period. Other cases interpreting Idaho's mechanic's lien law 
have also strictly construed the six (6) month requirement. See Western Loan and Bldg. Co. v. 
Gem State Lumber Co., 32 Idaho 497,501, 185 P.554 (1919) (voiding a lien after suit to 
foreclose was untimely filed); D. W. Standrod & Co. v. Utah Implement-Vehicle Co., 223 F.517, 
518 (9th Cir. 1915) (voiding a lien as against all subsequent encumbrances who were not made 
parties to an action to foreclose the lien within six months from the date of filing thereof); and 
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Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Bowman, 209 F. 942, 947-48 (D. Idaho 1913) (where the 
mortgagee of property was not made a party to a suit to enforce a mechanic's lien within the 
statutory period, the lien was of no effect against mortgagee's interests). 
Idaho courts have also strictly construed Idaho Code Section 45-507's requirement that a 
true and correct copy of the claim of lien be served on the owner of the property no later than 
five business days following the filing of the claim of lien. In Ashley Glass Company, Inc. v. 
Bithell, 123 Idaho 544, 850 P.2d 193 (1993), the lien claimant orally notified the property owner 
ofthe lien but made no effort to serve the mechanic's lien by mail or personally. The Idaho 
Supreme Court held that the lien was invalid because it was not served on the owner within the 
time limit specified in the statute, and such service was "a statutory condition for an effective 
lien." Id., 850 P.2d at 196. Statutory conditions for valid liens are strictly construed, and this 
Court should follow the precedent set by Idaho courts and others in holding that a verification is 
a mandatory condition precedent, without which the lien is invalid. 
The purpose behind the verification requirement is to frustrate the filing of frivolous 
claims. Layrite Products Co. v. Lux, 86 Idaho 477, 388 P.2d 105 (1964). Validating a 
mechanic's lien that does not contain an indication that the claimant has sworn to the contents of 
the lien would frustrate the legislative intent and "would effectively render the verification 
requirement ofIdaho Code section 45-507 a nullity." Cornerstone, 41 P.3d at 274. Idaho courts 
do not have the power to nullify statutory requirements: Idaho courts cannot legislate in areas of 
substantive law. See State v. Rasmussen, 98 Idaho 829, 830, 573 P.2d 148, 149 (1977). 
In light ofthe power lien claimants have to encumber real property merely by filing a 
claim of lien, some safeguard must remain to protect substantial interests in real property from 
frivolous claims. As the New Mexico Supreme Court held: 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 12 
30470.0177.1835703.2 
000420
• • 
The verification of a claim of lien is not for the purpose of proving 
the lien. The statement oflien, verified as required by law, and 
recorded, is a mere notice that the claimant intends to avail himself 
of his right to a lien. As an evidence of his good faith in the 
matter, he must verify same on his own, or the oath of some other 
person. 
Garrett Building Centers, Inc. v. Hale, 623 P.2d 570,573 (N.M. 1981) (citing Lyons v. Howard 
& Destree, 117 P. 842, 843 (N.M. 1911). This Court should continue to follow the rule of law 
handed down by the Idaho Supreme Court and by the supreme courts ofldaho's sister states by 
voiding facially invalid liens. 
In this case, Riedesel's Lien fails on its face because, like the lien at issue in Cornerstone, 
it does not contain a verification. Riedesel's Lien states that "AARON L. WERT, known or 
identified [by the Notary Public] to be the Secretary-Treasurer of RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
INC, and the person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation," "personally 
appeared before [the Notary Public]" and "acknowledged to [the Notary Public that such 
corporation executed" the Lien. As is evident from its plain wording, the Notarial act on the 
Lien is an "acknowledgement," not a "verification." 
Mr. Wert's statement that he was "first duly sworn" does not substantially comply with 
Idaho Code section 45-507's verification requirement because it does not carry with it the 
penalty ofpeIjury: Mr. Wert has no power to place himself under oath, and therefore, it is not 
Mr. Wert's attestation of being sworn, but the notary's attestation that Mr. Wert was sworn that 
is necessary to satisfy the verification requirement. With the notary's attestation missing, the 
verbiage under Mr. Wert's signature does not suffice under Idaho Code Sections 45-507 and 51-
109: the Lien does not contain "A [notary public's] certificate of verification ... follow[ing] the 
maker's signature ... certify[ing] that the maker personally appeared, was sworn [by the Notary 
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public], stated his authority for making the instrument, and averred the truth of the statements 
therein," as required by Idaho Code Section 51-109(4) (emphasis added). Mr. Wert was not 
sworn under oath by the notary, as is required under Idaho's mechanic's lien law. Riedesel's 
Lien fails to meet the statutory requirements of both Idaho Code Section 45-507 and Idaho Code 
Section 51-109, and is therefore invalid as a matter oflaw and unenforceable as against First 
Federal's interest in the Property. 
V. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons stated herein, First Federal respectfully requests that this Court grant 
summary judgment in favor of First Federal as against Riedesel. 
DATED THIS ~ day of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
by the method indicated below, and addressed to each ofthe following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
¥. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
:fJ- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxel1.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. 
MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF 
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) 
• 
Ryan T. McFarland, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am counsel for Defendant First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First 
Federal") in this matter. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a certified copy of the Notice of Claim Of Labor 
And Materialmen's Lien at issue in this action. 
3. Further your affiant sayeth naught. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
I, LYNN M. -rUH1NG , a Notary Public, do hereby certify that on this 
__ day of March, 2010, personally appeared before me Ryan T. McFarland, who, being by 
me first duly sworn, declared that he is an attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of 
Twin Falls the Plaintiff in the above-captioned action, that he signed the foregoing document as 
the attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls, and that the statements 
therein contained are true. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this certificate first above written. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_. _ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
*- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail ./ 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3 5 
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----------------------------------------------------------------- I (Recording Information above this line) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually; ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.c., an Oregon Limited ) 
Liability Company; and TIT AN COMMERCIAL ) 
CONTRACTORS, INC., an Idaho Corporation, ) 
) 
Contractors, ) 
) 
TITAN COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., ) 
an Idaho Corporation, ) 
) 
Owner and Defendant. ) 
) 
--------------------------------) 
NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LABOR 
AND MATERIALMEN'S LIEN 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the undersigned Claimant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc( 
claims a labor and materialman's lien pursuant to Title 45, Chapter 5, Idaho Code, upon that certai~ 
real property, including buildings, fixtures, foundation and improvements situated thereon, an4 
appurtenances thereto, located in Twin Falls County, Idaho, more particularly described as follows: ! 
, 
See Exhibit" A" attached hereto an incorporated herein by this referencc_ 
More Commonly referred to as Hillsburo Estates Subdivision. I 
The name of the owner or reputed owner of the real property described in Exhibit "A" if 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc_, the services were ordered by Dallas Page and/or Anasaz/ 
Construction, LLC and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. I 
I 
The lien claimed is to secure payment for engineering services provided, materials fumishe<l 
and labor provided by Claimant at the request of the Contractors and OwnerlDefendant including), 
but not necessarily limited to, project formulation, development reports, TIS Design, Construction~ 
Pump Station Design, SWPPP, Final Plat, Easement work The contract for the furnishing of suc~ 
engineering services, materials and labor has been fully and faithfully performed by the Claimant 
who completed the same on or about August 30, 2008. The period of ninety (90) days has not 
elapsed since the claimant ceased to furnish engineering services, materials and labor fot 
completion of the contract. i 
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I The total amount of claimant's demand for engineering services, materials and labo~ 
furnished after deducting all just credits and offsets is the sum of $48,549.58, due and owingj 
together with interest thereon at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum, pursuant to Idaho Codq 
§ 28-22-104, for which amount claimant claims a lien upon the above-described premises, togethe* 
with buildings, fixtures and other improvements located thereon. . 
I 
I 
In addition, claimant has paid the additional sum of $350.00 to its attorneys for th~ 
preparation ofthis Notice of Claim and $12.00 for the recordation of this Notice of Claim, for whic~ 
additional claim is made, together with all reasonable attorney fees and costs incurred to foreclosti 
upon or enforce the lien claimed herein as provided in Idaho Code § 45-513. I 
Claimant further certifies that Claimant caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Notice of Claim to be mailed to the contractors and owner or reputed owner of the real prope1 
described above as follows: I 
Contractors: 
Owner: 
Dallas Page 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Anasazi Construction, LLC 
3159 Redwood Ave. 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Ine. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
212 Churchill Drive 
Burley, ID 83318 
by Certified Mail within five (5) business days after its filing as required by Idaho Code 
DATED this~ day of October, 2008. 
"Claimant" 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
BY:~MJ 
Aaron L. Wert, Secretary-Treasurer 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
I, AARON L. WERT, being first duly sworn, depose and say: 
• 
i 
I 
t That I am the Secretary-Treasurer of Riedesel Engineering, Inc., that I have read the withiq 
and foregoing Claim of Lien, know the contents thereof, and state that the same is true of my 
knowledge, and I believe the same to be just, and that it contains, among other things, a correc1 
statement of Claimant's demands, together with the name of the owner or reputed owner of the lan~ 
upon which said professional services were perfonned, the name of the person by whom Claimant 
was employed, and to whom such services were furnished, and for whom such services wer~ 
rendered and pcrfonned, and a description of the properties to be charged with the lien, sufficient 
for their identification. f 
~LuJ~ 
AARON L. WERT 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
On thi~ day of October, 2008, before me, a Notary Public for the State of Idahol 
personally appeared AARON L. WERT, known or identified to me, to be the Secretary-Treasurer of 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., and the person who executed the instrument on behalf of saiq 
corporation, and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same. I 
i 
i IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day 
and year in this certificate first above written. I 
(!jIL'tjslriedeseL'timll-hiIlsburo/ ... ) 
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE UNDERSIGNED ARE THE OWNERS OR 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE OWNER IN FEE SIMPLE OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED PROPERTY: 
THE SE1/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORiH 89'39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION LINE, THENCE NORTH 00'05'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS .oF WAY OF U.S, HIGHWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89'39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG THE NORTH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY ~30 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00'11'41" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56'28'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00'05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89'38'57" WEST. A DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT ·ON THE. WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00'05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1 /4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE .SOUTH 89'40'28" EASr:A D~TANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 F:EH ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89'39'21" WEST A DISTANCE ,OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00'11 '40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY or U.S, HIGHWAY -30; 
THENCE NORTH 89'37'25" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1 00.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30 TO THE R£A~ POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63.56 ACRES MORE OR LESS, 
:",: 
EXHIBft 
I A i i 
-------_._----_._---------_. __ ._---_._---_. __ . "----._- -"-
.. _ ... _--- --- .- -- -.... _. --.. - ! . 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@haw1eytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE 
30470.0177.1834576.3 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
• 
Pursuant to Rules 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, First Federal 
Savings Bank of Twin Falls, Plaintiff/Counterdefendant hereby gives notice that on 
~n.l1;b ,2010, it responded to Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's First Set of Interrogatories, 
Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions to First Federal Savings 
Bank of Twin Falls by serving the original of First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 2 
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Responses to Riedesel Engineering, Inc.' s First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of 
Documents, and Request for Admissions upon the following person or persons: 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
DATED THIS ~ day of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1J.Iday of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 4 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
;0 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
30470.0177.1834576.3 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) ANSWERING BRIEF OF 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D __ eD_e_nd_a_n_ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
---------------------------~---------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-claimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby submits the 
following answering brief to the second motion for summary judgment filed by First Federal 
Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal"). 
PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
Riedesel has set forth the procedural history and a statement of the underlying facts of this 
matter in a prior memorandum. By way of supplementation, in response to First Federal's initial 
motion for summary judgment, Riedesel filed a cross-motion for summary judgment on November 
9, 2009. Riedesel's motion sought summary judgment on the validity and enforceability of its lien 
and the priority of its lien in relation to the respective interests of the other parties. See Riedesel 
Eng'g, Inc.'s Cross-Mot. for Summ. 1., filed Nov. 9,2009; Mem. in Supp. of Riedesel Eng'g, Inc.'s 
Cross-Mot. for Summ. J., filed Nov. 9,2009. 
First Federal filed a memorandum in answer to Riedesel's motion, wherein First Federal did 
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not address the validity of Riedesel's lien. Instead, First Federal directed its arguments exclusively 
to the issue of priority. See First Fed. Sav. Bank of Twin Falls' Mem. in Resp. to Riedesel Eng'g 
Inc. 's Cross-Mot. for Summ. J., filed Dec. 23,2009. Thus, in its reply brief, Riedesel stated, 
Neither First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal") nor any other 
party to this action has objected to or in any way contested the validity of Riedesel's 
Notice of Labor and Materialman's Lien, recorded October 27, 2008 (the "Second 
Lien"). As a result, it may be concluded that the validity of Riedesel's Second Lien 
is not in dispute. Accordingly, Riedesel will address that issue no further. Rather, 
Riedesel will focus its remarks solely on the issue of the priority of its Second Lien 
and the arguments set forth in the response memorandum submitted by First Federal. 
Reply Mem. in Supp. of Riedesel Eng'g, Inc.'s Cross-Mot. for Summ. 1., filed Jan. 4, 2010, p. 2. 
On January 11,2010, the Court held a hearing on Riedesel's and First Federal's respective 
motions for summary judgment. At that hearing, the Court directly inquired of First Federal's 
counsel whether it was contesting the validity of Riedesel's lien. First Federal's counsel responded 
by stating that First Federal did not have any argument with regard to validity of Riedesel's lien, 
including any argument that the lien was not properly filed, signed, or notarized. First Federal's 
counsel continued by stating that Riedesel's lien is a valid lien. The sole issue was that of priority. 
Consequently, the Court held, "There is no dispute that both First Federal and Riedesel are 
entitled to the amounts claimed in their motions, including interest and attorney fees. There also is 
no dispute that both are entitled to foreclose their secured claims against the Property." See Mem. 
Op. Re Cross Mots. for Summ. J., pp. 3--4. The Court further held, 
Riedesel is entitled to summary judgment decreeing that its lien is valid, properly 
recorded, is a lien against the Property, and the amount of the lien as set forth in its 
affidavit is owing. Both parties are entitled to immediately foreclose their respective 
mortgage and lien interests . . . This matter shall be set for trial before the Court 
without a jury on the sole issue of First Federal's Third Affirmative Defense (now 
quasi -estoppel). 
Id. atp. 13. 
On March 9, 2010, First Federal filed its Second Motion for Summary Judgment Against 
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Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., wherein First Federal effectively recants the position it took 
at the hearing and asserts, for the first time, that Riedesel does not possess a valid and enforceable 
lien. Hearing on First Federal's motion has been scheduled for April 19, 2010. 
LAW AND ARGUMENT 
A. First Federal's motion is a motion for reconsideration. 
Although First Federal has entitled its motion a "Second Motion for Summary Judgment," 
the motion is, in effect, a motion for reconsideration. See I.R.C.P. 11 (a)(2)(B). First Federal is 
requesting the Court to revisit the issue of the validity and enforceability of Riedesel's lien, an issue 
that was the subject of Riedesel's cross-motion for summary judgment. The Court held that 
Riedesel's lien is valid and enforceable. Thus, First Federal is not seeking an initial determination 
by the Court relative to the validity of Riedesel's lien, but rather is requesting the Court to 
reconsider its prior determination. Therefore, First Federal's motion is more accurately, and 
actually, a motion for reconsideration. 
This distinction is significant because it affects the standard govemmg the Court's 
determination. Unlike on a motion for summary judgment, the decision of whether to grant or deny 
a motion for reconsideration is left to the sound discretion of the trial court. Van v. Portneuf Med 
Ctr., 147 Idaho 552, 560, 212 P.3d 982 (2009). An appellate court will uphold the trial court's 
decision if the trial court: (1) correctly perceived the issue as one of discretion; (2) acted within the 
outer boundaries ofthat discretion; and (3) reached its decision by an exercise of reason. Id. 
B. First Federal has waived the argument that Riedesel's lien is invalid. 
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that "a defect or irregularity in [ a] claim of lien is 
waived by a failure to make timely objection thereto." Grant v. St. James Mining Co., 33 Idaho 
221,221, 191 P. 359 (1920). To be timely, an objection must be made at or prior to the hearing 
at which the issue will be determined. See USA Fertilizer, Inc. v. Idaho First Nat. Bank, 120 
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Idaho 271, 815 P.2d 469 (Ct. App. 1991) (holding that when a party did not argue a theory at 
trial, it "essentially waived [the argument] in open court"); Hall v. Farmers Alliance Mut. Ins. 
Co., 145 Idaho 313, 179 P.3d 276 (2008) (holding that issues on appeal that are not supported by 
law or authority are deemed waived). Thus, First Federal had an obligation to raise all of its 
objections to the validity and enforceability of Riedesel's lien at or prior to the January 11,2010, 
hearing on the respective motions for summary judgment. First Federal waived its objections and 
arguments in this regard when it failed to raise them at or prior to the hearing on the prior 
motions. 
This was the result in Wheeler v. Ralph, 30 P. 709 (Wash. 1892), which was cited 
favorably by the Idaho Supreme Court in Grant v. St. James Mining Co., supra. In Wheeler, the 
parties admitted their respective liens into evidence at trial without objection. Id. at 712. It was 
subsequently argued on appeal that the liens were defective in one regard or another, including 
failure to describethe materials furnished, failure to identify the property upon which the 
materials were used, and failure to verify the lien notices. Id. In holding that these objections had 
been waived at trial, the Wheeler court stated, 
Id. 
The party there should avail himself of every defense upon which he relies, and 
certainly any defense in which there is any great merit would be likely to occur to 
him at the trial. If it were so unimportant as not to attract his attention, then there 
would be no reason in giving him the benefit thereof at a later day. 
The same result was reached in Rose v. Nat!. Mut. Ins. Co., 730 N.E.2d 1014 (Ohio Ct. 
App. 1999), a case with a procedural history strikingly similar to that of the present action. After 
reciting the underlying facts! and history of the case in detail, the Rose court stated, 
! The action was a declaratory judgment action against various automobile insurers, seeking coverage for injuries 
sustained while the plaintiff/appellee was a passenger in a vehicle. 
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It bears repeating that appellant did not respond to appellee's motion for summary 
judgment to address the very issues of which it now complains and failed to raise 
any of these issues at the hearing on this motion. Appellant's counsel was present at 
that hearing, confirmed that no response to the summary judgment motion had been 
filed, and merely indicated that the residency issue was disputed. Appellant's 
counsel continued, "I think that's all the issues." Instead of responding to appellee's 
motion for summary judgment, appellant waited almost three months after the initial 
grant of that motion by the trial court and then filed a motion for reconsideration and 
a motion for summary judgment, which addressed the issues on which the court had 
already ruled. While appellant immediately attempted to file an interlocutory appeal 
of the summary judgment, appellant was also belatedly seeking a second bite of the 
apple for its failure to respond to the summary judgment motion by addressing those 
same issues through a motion for reconsideration and a motion for summary 
judgment in the trial court. 
!d. at 1020. 
In addressing an argument not raised by appellant in connection with the original summary 
judgment motion, but raised in connection with the subsequent motion for reconsideration, the 
Court stated, 
We find that appellant has waived the right to assert this issue and that the trial court 
did not abuse its discretion in overruling the motion for reconsideration on this issue. 
While we allowed appellant some leniency in the first assignment for its failure to 
respond to summary judgment, we did so because appellant's counsel indicated, just 
barely, at the summary judgment hearing that the residency issue was the only issue 
for review. Counsel in that same hearing specifically stated, "I think that's all the 
issues." Appellant never raised this issue until its motion for reconsideration was 
filed, almost three months after the court granted appellee's summary judgment 
motion. 
Again, we do not subscribe to the theory that a party should be able to use a 
motion for reconsideration as a vehicle to assert for the very first time 
arguments that could have and should have been presented from the very 
beginning of the case. Appellant had a duty to assert the antistacking issue in its 
answer as an affirmative defense or in a pretrial motion under Civ.R. 12(B). The 
Ohio Supreme Court has held that "[a]ffirmative defenses other tha[n] those listed in 
Civ.R. 12(B) are waived if not raised in the pleadings or in an amendment to the 
pleadings .... " 
* * * 
Assuming arguendo that the antistacking argument was not considered an 
affirmative defense, appellant could have also asserted the issue in a response to 
appellee's motion for summary judgment, a motion that addressed the policy 
language. At the very least, appellant had the ability to assert this issue at the 
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summary judgment hearing. Instead, counsel indicated that no other issues 
existed. Outside of the motion for reconsideration filed after summary judgment was 
granted, appellant made not one prior reference to its other-insurance provision. As 
held in Chace v. Dorcy Internatl., Inc., appellant has waived the error by failing to 
raise it at the appropriate time in the trial court. If appellant thought the issue 
important, it "had an opportunity and a duty to raise this issue either at 
hearing or by brief" at the appropriate time. 
Id. at 1024-25 (emphasis added) (internal citations omitted). 
First Federal is now contending, for the first time, that Riedesel's lien is invalid and 
unenforceable. First Federal did not raise this issue in its responsive pleading to Riedesel's 
counterclaim. Riedesel filed a motion for summary judgment on this issue on November 9, 2009. 
First Federal did not respond to the issue in its memorandum. At the hearing on January 11,2010, 
the Court directly asked whether First Federal was contesting the validity and enforceability of 
Riedesel's lien. First Federal, through counsel, responded that it was not arguing the validity of the 
lien and, in fact, conceded that Riedesel's lien is valid. As a result, the only issue to be determined 
by the Court was the priorities of the parties' respective interests. Now, nearly two months after the 
Court ruled that Riedesel's lien is valid and enforceable, First Federal is asserting, despite its prior 
concession, that Riedesel's lien is invalid. 
By virtue of its failure to object and its statements at the January 11, 2010, hearing, First 
Federal waived any and all arguments it may have with regard to the validity and enforceability of 
Riedesel's lien. Accordingly, First Federal's motion should be denied. 
B. Riedesel's lien satisfies the verification requirement of Idaho Code § 45-507. 
In the event the Court finds First Federal has not waived the arguments asserted III 
connection with its present motion, Riedesel respectfully submits that its lien is verified and, 
therefore, is valid and enforceable. First Federal contends that Riedesel's lien is invalid and, as a 
result, unenforceable because it is not "verified by the oath of the claimant," as required by Idaho 
Code § 45-507, but contains merely an "acknowledgement." In support of its contention, First 
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Federal relies principally upon two opmlOns of the Idaho Court of Appeals, Treasure Valley 
Plumbing and Heating, Inc. v. Earth Resources Company, 106 Idaho 920, 684 P.2d 322 (1984), and 
Cornerstone Builders, Inc. v. A1cReynolds, 136 Idaho 843, 41 P.3d 271 (2002), and on an opinion 
of the Supreme Court of Alaska, HA.MS Co. v. Electrical Contractors of Alaska, Inc., 563 P.2d 
258 (Alaska 1977). 
Yet, as will be demonstrated below, each of these cases presents facts easily 
distinguishable from the circumstances in this case. As a result, none of these cases, by itself, 
disposes ofthe present action. However, when read together, Treasure Valley Plumbing and 
Cornerstone Builders indicate that the certificates appearing on Riedesel's lien do indeed constitute 
a "verification." Accordingly, First Federal's motion should be denied. 
In Treasure Valley Plumbing, the notary public's certificate contained no language that 
would indicate that the claimant had sworn that he believed the claim was just. Treasure Valley 
Plumbing and Heating, Inc. v. Earth Resources Company, 106 Idaho 920, 684 P.2d 322 (1984). The 
defendant, as a result, argued that the lien contained an acknowledgement only, not a verification. 
The Court of Appeals rejected this argument, noting that, although the notary public's certificate did 
not state the claimant believed the claim was just, "the president's certificate recites that an oath has 
been administered and states that the claim is believed to be true and just." Id. at 922. The 
certificates of the notary and the claimant's president, "taken together, constitute a verification. 
Consequently, they satisfY the requirement ofLC. § 45-507." Id. 
The lien in Cornerstone Builders, however, could not satisfY the verification requirement, 
even when the notary public's certificate was taken together with the lien claimant's statements. 
Cornerstone Builders, Inc. v. McReynolds, 136 Idaho 843,41 P.3d 271 (2002). The lien claimant 
used pre-printed forms, which began with the language, "Before me, the undersigned Notary 
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Public, personally appeared David Harp who duly sworn says .... " !d. at 845. The form 
concluded with the following paragraph: 
Id. 
State of Idaho 
County of Ada 
On May 6, 1999 before me, 
Appeared David Harp 
personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to 
be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and 
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in hislher/their authorized 
capacity(ies), and that by hislher/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the 
instrument. 
WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
Space for the signature and seal of a notary public followed the acknowledgment. 
The lien claimant argued that the words "duly sworn" at the beginning of the lien 
performed the same function as the president's certificate in Treasure Valley Plumbing. The 
Court of Appeals rejected this argument, explaining that the claim in Treasure Valley Plumbing 
"specifically included a verification, executed by the president of the corporation, stating that he 
believed the contents of the lien to be true and just." Id. at 846 (emphasis in original). The Court 
reasoned that although the lien stated the claimant had been duly sworn, it contained no language 
"to the effect that the affiant believes the same to be true and just." Id. Therefore, the lien did not 
substantially comply with the verification requirements of Idaho Code § 45-507 and was held to 
be invalid. 
It is significant that the Cornerstone Builders Court did not base its holding on the fact 
that the lien claimant's statement was not duly sworn. Indeed, the Court expressly acknowledged 
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that the lien stated the claimant had been duly sworn.2 Instead, the Court based its decision on, 
and emphasized, the fact that the lien claimant's sworn statement did not state that the contents 
of the lien were true and just. Since the claim of lien lacked such a statement, it did not satisfy 
the requirements of section 45-507. 
The decisions in Treasure Valley Plumbing and Cornerstone Builders demonstrate that a 
claim of lien will be held to satisfy the verification requirement if the claimant or its agent 1) 
swears under oath that 2) he believes the contents of the claim to be true and just. Moreover, in 
determining whether the claim satisfies these requirements, the Court should look to the claim of 
lien as a whole, including the lien claimant's certificate and the notary public's certificate. 
This is consistent with the cases from other jurisdictions cited by First Federal in its 
memorandum. In HA.MS. Co. v. Elec. Contractors of Alaska, 563 P.2d 258 (Alaska 1977), the 
Supreme Court of Alaska held that the subject liens were invalid because they did not contain a 
sworn statement that the facts stated in the liens were true. Likewise, in Bell and Zajicek, Inc. v. 
Heyward-Robinson Co., 182 A.2d 339 (1962), the lien at issue lacked any sworn statement 
regarding the truth of the contents of the lien. The statement in Hoffman v. City of Palm Springs, 
337 P.2d 521 (Cal. Ct. App. 1959), also lacked any indication that the affiant was swearing to the 
truth of the contents of the complaint. While some of the respective documents at issue in these 
cases satisfied the requirement that the statement be sworn under oath, none of them complied 
with the requirement concerning the truth of the statements. 
Riedesel's lien, on the other hand, satisfies both requirements necessary for verification. 
The certificate of Aaron L. Wert states that, "being first duly sworn," he deposes and says that 
the Claim of Lien "is true of my knowledge, and I believe the same to be just .... " Mr. Wert 
2 Because the notary public's certificate itself contains no indication that the lien claimant was sworn, it appears 
obvious the Court's statement was based upon the language found at the beginning ofthe document. 
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signed this certificate before a notary public, an individual authorized by the State of Idaho to 
administer oaths. See Idaho Code § 51-107. Thus, the claim of lien is verified and is, therefore, 
valid and enforceable. 
Notwithstanding the fact Riedesel's lien contains a sworn statement that the contents of 
the lien are true and just, First Federal argues that Riedesel's lien is facially invalid because it 
does not comply with the requirements of the Idaho Notary Public Act (the "Act,,).3 However, 
First Federal cites no Idaho appellate decision wherein the Court required compliance with the 
Act in the context of the verification requirement for a mechanic's lien, and Riedesel has been 
unable to locate such an opinion. However, in the cases cited by First Federal, the appellate 
courts did not require that the respective mechanic's liens comply with the Act. For example, the 
claim of lien at issue in Treasure Valley Plumbing did not comply with the Act, and the Court 
there held the verification satisfied the requirements of section 45-507. See Treasure Valley 
Plumbing, 106 Idaho 920. 
The verification at issue in BMC West Corp. v. Horkley likewise did not comply with the 
Act, but was similarly held to be valid. BMC West Corp. v. Horkley, 144 Idaho 890, 174 P.3d 
399 (2007). There, the lien claimant's agent typed her name rather than signing it, as would be 
required by the Act. See Idaho Code § 51-109. The Court noted that there was no express 
requirement in section 45-507 that the lien must be signed. BMC West, 144 Idaho at 896-97. 
Indeed, there is no specific procedure whatsoever prescribed by section 45-507 with regard to the 
verification requirement. Section 45-507 only states that the lien be verified by the oath of the 
3 First Federal also cites an Oregon case, Anderson v. Chambliss, 262 P.2d 298 (1953) for the proposition that the 
requirements of section 45-507 should be strictly construed. In response to this contention, it suffices to say that 
Idaho appellate courts have consistently and repeatedly held that only substantial compliance is required. See e.g. 
Layrite Products Co. v. Lux, 86 Idaho 477, 483-84, 388 P.2d 105 (1964) ("In considering a contention challenging 
the sufficiency of compliance with statutory requisites, it should be kept in mind that a substantial compliance in 
good faith meets such requirement; that the provisions of our lien statutes must be liberally construed in favor of the 
claimant with a view to effect their object and promote justice."). 
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claimant. Id. at 897. Citing Black's Law Dictionary, the Court defined "verification" simply as 
"a 'formal declaration made in the presence of an authorized officer, such as a notary public .... '" 
Id. (emphasis added). 
As the Iowa Supreme Court held, "If the attention of the person making the affidavit is 
called to the fact that it must be sworn to and, in recognition of this, he is asked to do some 
corporal act and he does it, the instrument constitutes a statement under oath, irrespective of any 
other formalities." Dalbey Bros. Lumber Co. v. Crispin, 12 N.W.2d 277, 279 (Iowa 1943) 
(quoting 1 AM. JUR. Affidavits, p. 942). In Dalbey Bros., the lien at issue contained the following: 
State of Iowa, Polk County, ss: 
I, Robert T. Dalbey, on oath depose and say that I am Robert T. Dalbey, Credit 
Manager of Dalbey Bros. Lumber Company whose name is affixed to the within 
statement for a Mechanic's Lien, as therein stated; that I have read the within 
statement, and know the contents thereof, and the statements and allegations 
therein made are true, as I verily believe. 
Robert T. Dalbey. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me by __ this _ day of_, A.D.19_. 
Notary Public in and for *** Co. Iowa, 
State ofIowa, Polk County, ss: 
On this Tenth day of April, A.D.194l, before me, lone Hedlund, a Notary 
Public in and for Polk County, Iowa, personally appeared Robert T. Dalbey, to me 
known to be the person named in and who executed the foregoing instrument and 
acknowledged that he executed the same as his voluntary act and deed. 
lone Hedlund, 
(Seal) Notary Public in and for Polk County, Iowa. 
Id. Although the notary public signed the acknowledgement certificate, she neglected to sign the 
jurat immediately following the lien claimant's agent's signature. The Court reasoned that 
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the lienholder should not suffer by reason of the use of the wrong form where 
under the circumstances the affidavit shows it was under oath .... "It is essential 
that an affidavit appear to be sworn to on its face unless the fact is otherwise 
shown, *** but the affidavit will be sufficient in this respect if either the body 
or jurat *** or both, recite that affiant was sworn. ***" 
!d. at 280 (quoting 2 C.l.S. Affidavits § 16) (emphasis added). 
To accept First Federal's arguments is to exalt form over substance, which the Idaho 
Supreme Court has expressly stated it will not do. In re Weick, 142 Idaho 275, 279, 127 P.3d 178 
(2005). The purpose of the verification requirement is "to frustrate the filing of frivolous claims." 
Layrite Products Co. v. Lux, 86 Idaho 477, 484-85, 388 P.2d 105 (1964). Riedesel has done 
nothing that would frustrate this statutory purpose. As the lien claimant in Layrite, Riedesel, and 
Mr. Wert particularly, has held out to the world that it is responsible for everything contained in 
the claim of lien. 
As addressed above, the certificate of Aaron L. Wert recites that he was duly sworn 
before he signed the lien in the presence of a notary public. Mr. Wert, as Riedesel's agent, 
therefore stated, under oath, that the contents of the lien were true and that he believed them to 
be just. Accordingly, Riedesel's lien is verified and is, as a result, valid and enforceable. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court deny First 
Federal's motion in its entirety. 
DATED this 2nd day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By b(([)(:)Q 
David W. Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 2nd day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland K] U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA WLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law 11 u.s. Mail P.O. Box 276 Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP ~ U.S. Mail P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF TIMOTHY J. 
) STOVER IN SUPPORT OF 
) MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
) 
) 
) 
) 
___________ D_e£_e_n_d~ __ ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTR.A.CTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
I, Timothy J. Stover, being first duly sworn, do state as follows: 
1. I am an attorney of record for defendant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation ("Riedesel"), in the above-entitled matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my 
own personal knowledge, information and belief. 
2. On or about February 19,2010, through communications with John Ritchie who 
was then counsel for First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal") and his office 
confirming dates, I scheduled the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer to be taken on March 10, 
2010. The primary purpose of the deposition was to investigate First Federal's quasi-estoppel 
defense, which was left unresolved pursuant to the Court's Memorandum Opinion Re Cross 
Motions for Summary Judgment. 
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3. On March 3, 2010, I received a Notice of Substitution of Counsel from Ryan T. 
McFarland of the lawfirm Hawley, Troxell, Ennis & Hawley, LLP. 
4. On or about March 3, 2010, our office received a request from Ryan McFarland 
asking us to vacate the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer scheduled for March 10,2010, in order 
to allow him to get "up to speed" on the matter. I consented to his request. 
5. In compliance with the available dates provided to me by Ryan McFarland, on 
March 8, 2010, I filed an amended notice of deposition rescheduling the deposition of Jason 
Meyerhoeffer for April 6, 2010. 
6. On March 9, 2010, at approximately 11:30 a.m., my assistant received a telephone 
call from Ryan McFarland's assistant to determine my availability for a hearing on April 19, 
2010. Before I was able to respond to the inquiry made by Ryan McFarland's assistant, in the 
morning mail on March 10,2010, my office received First Federal's Second Motionfor 
Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. and a notice of hearing setting 
the matter to be heard on April 19, 2010. 
7. After receiving First Federal's second motion for summary judgment, I contacted 
Ryan McFarland to ask for a change in the date of the hearing on their motion to allow us time to 
take the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer and file a motion relative to the issue of quasi-
estoppel if necessary. The deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer was necessary in order to prepare 
such motion. 
8. Ryan McFarland denied my request to change the date of the hearing on First 
Federal's second motion for summary judgment. 
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9. It is my belief that in the interest of judicial economy, it would be better served if 
Riedesel's Motion for Reconsideration was heard at the same time as First Federal's second 
motion for summary judgment. 
.f\-
Dated this 1- day of April, 2010. 
Timothy J. Stover 
n~ SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this·--fl- day of April, 2010. 
! 
I 
i L// 
It(/... ,~-
TA PUBLIC FOR' DAHO 
;:1tesiding at: /)Ju'tl.dl, til 
/My Commission Expires: 10-;'7-15-
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The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland [1 u.s. Mail HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law W U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP t>U U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD 
) IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_£_en_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaim~t, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. ) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
I, David W. Gadd, being first duly sworn, do state as follows: 
1. I am an attorney of record for defendant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation ("Riedesel"), in the above-entitled matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my 
own personal knowledge, information and belief. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
pages 28-34 and 40-41 of the transcript of the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer taken April 6, 
2010. 
Dated this i h day of April, 2010. 
David W. Gadd 
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The undersigned certifies that on the _'_ \ day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty M Hand Delivery Ryan T. McFarland U.S. Mail 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law ~~ U.S. Mail P.O. Box 276 Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [( Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP [ ] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
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1 Q. Okay. Let's go to Paragraph 9. 
2 A. Uh-huh. 
3 Q. I'll read this one. And, again, if 
4 I misread it, please let me know. It says, "That 
5 in approving the closing of the loan to Page, on 
6 September 12, 2007, he," and I presume he refers 
7 to you, "relied upon representations made to First 
8 Federal by First American Title Insurance Company, 
9 that the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver 
10 executed by Riedesel, together with the payment 
11 made to Riedesel from the loan proceeds, would 
12 result in First Federal's mortgage being in first 
13 lien position as against Riedesel for any work 
14 done by Riedesel before or after the closing of 
15 the Loan." Did I read that correctly? 
16 MR. MCFARLAND: Object. Compound 
17 question. 
18 THE WITNESS: Yeah. You read it 
19 correctly. 
20 Q. (BY MR. GADD) Okay. You referred 
21 to representations made to First Federal by First 
22 American Title Insurance Company in that Paragraph 
23 9 that you relied upon. Can you tell me what 
24 those representations were? 
25 A. A title commitment that would show 
Page 27 
1 us listing that lien position with the removal of 
2 Riedesel's lien. 
3 Q. And when you say title commitment 
4 that showed what position that lien was in, are 
5 you talking to First Federal's lien or Riedesel's 
6 lien? 
7 A. Well, both. You know, before the 
8 issue of a title policy, they give a title 
9 commitment that shows all the items of their 
10 interest and what needs to be done to insure the 
11 lien position that you're expecting to have, I 
12 guess. 
13 Q. Was there anything else, any other 
14 representations that you relied upon from First 
15 American Title? 
16 A. Specific representations? 
17 Q. Yes. 
18 A. Well, just the standard -- you know, 
19 the standard practice that we've done, that, you 
20 know, we want to be in this lien position. And 
21 that they would, you know, insure that we had all 
22 the lien waiver stuff. Again, I don't remember 
23 specific conversations. But, you know, we had the 
24 title commitment as well as just the way we've 
25 done it for multiple times. 
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Q. And so if I understand you 
correctly, the representations from First American 
Title Insurance that you replied upon was the 
title commitment and the title policy? 
MR. MCFARLAND: Object. 
MR. STOVER: On what basis? 
MR. MCFARLAND: My basis is that he 
is restating Mr. Meyerhoeffer's testimony. 
THE WITNESS: I didn't talk with 
them directly about it. Ward Maxfield may have. 
Beyond that, I'm not sure. I know from my 
standpoint, the basis for my understanding was, 
yeah, we had a title commitment that showed that 
and that they were going to obtain the lien --
obtain the lien release and waiver when we funded 
the loan at closing. 
Q. (BY MR. GADD) Did Riedesel, anyone 
at Riedesel make any comments or representations 
to you concerning the priority of their lien or 
any subsequent liens? 
A. Not comments. You know, when you 
say representations, you know, by their actions of 
signing the lien release and the lien waiver, I 
would say they did, in my estimation, make their 
representation, yeah. 
Page 29 
Q. And that was a representation with 
regard to the lien that they waived? 
A. Well, yeah, they waived one and then 
signed a lien release. 
Q. And did they make any 
representations with regard to liens for work 
performed subsequent to the second loan? 
A. You said for work done subsequent to 
the second loan? 
Q. Correct. 
A. I don't recall. I don't recall. 
Q. Did Riedesel -- and the reason I'm 
asking this question is because I asked if they 
made any comments to you. Are you aware of anyone 
at Riedesel who made any comments to anyone at 
First Federal with regard to the priority of any 
lien that they filed in connection with this work 
performed after the second loan? 
A. I'm not aware of any comments, no. 
Q. Any representations? 
MR. MCFARLAND: Asked and answered. 
THE WITNESS: What's that? 
MR. MCFARLAND: Objection. Asked 
and answered. You can answer the question if you 
can. 
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1 THE WITNESS: You know, again, you 1 there. 
2 know, the lien waiver and, you know, the release 2 A. Okay. 
3 of the lien, again, our experience, that meant 3 Q. In that sentence, you refer to 
4 they were releasing the lien position. Anything 4 "custom and practice in the secured lending 
5 they did subsequent to that loan, we weren't 5 industry." Can you tell me what you meant by 
6 concerned with because we had our deeds of trust 6 that? 
7 recorded. 7 A. Well, for the past 16 years that 
8 Q. (BY MR. GADD) Are you aware of any 8 I've been in banking, it's always been standard 
9 comments to anyone at First American Title by 9 that when there's been work done on property, a 
10 anyone at Riedesel concerning the priority of 10 lien out there, that you obtain a lien waiver, 
11 their lien? And by lien, I mean, lien for work 11 release ofthat lien, and it eliminates the lien 
12 performed subsequent to the second loan. 12 and it doesn't affect your lien position anymore. 
13 A. I'm not aware of any comments, no. 13 That's how we've handled them since I've been in 
14 Q. Okay. Handing you what's been 14 banking. 
15 marked Exhibit No.5. And if you could tum to 15 Q. Okay. And with regard to the second 
16 paragraph -- excuse me, not paragraph. Page No. 16 part of that sentence, "representations made by 
17 10. Actually, before we do that, do you recognize 17 Riedesel and its agents to First Federal's title 
18 Exhibit No.5? 18 insurance company," what representations 
19 A. Yes. 19 specifically are you referring to? 
20 Q. Can you tum to the last page -- 20 MR. MCFARLAND: Objection. Asked 
21 excuse me, the second to the last page, Page No. 21 and answered. 
22 17? 22 THE WITNESS: The representations 
23 A. Uh-huh. 23 referred to there was the fact that they signed 
24 Q. Is that your signature? 24 the lien waiver and the release of lien. 
25 A. Yes. 25 Q. (BY MR. GADD) Okay. Any other 
-
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1 Q. SO you have verified that the 1 representations? 
2 answers in this, in these discovery responses I'll 2 A. Not that I'm aware of 
3 term them, are true? 3 Q. Okay. Would it be fair to say that 
4 A. I did read through it and I thought 4 in analyzing whether to issue the second loan, 
5 they were true, yes. 5 First Federal relied upon the representations of 
6 Q. Okay. And turning to Interrogatory 6 First American Title? 
7 No. lIon Page 10. I'm going to start just before 7 MR. MCFARLAND: Object to form. 
8 the end of that page. It says, "Mr. Meyerhoeffer 8 MR. STOVER: Specific objection? 
9 relied on the custom and practice in the secured 9 MR. MCFARLAND: Question about 
10 lending industry, and on representations made by 10 whether it's fair is a vague and, I think, 
11 Riedesel and its agents to First Federal's title 11 unanswerable question. But you can answer if you 
12 insurance company that the referenced loan would 12 can. 
13 be perfected in first position following payment 13 MR. GADD: I'll rephrase it. 
14 to Riedesel for Riedesel's then-existing 14 Q. (BY MR. GADD) Would it be accurate 
15 mechanic's lien on the property and Riedesel's 15 or is it true that First Federal relied upon 
16 execution of the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien 16 representations from First American Title 
17 Waiver." Now, referring to the terms-- 17 Insurance Company to determine the lien position 
18 A. I'm sorry, I missed where you were 18 of the second loan? 
19 there. 19 A. We definitely relied on the title 
20 Q. Excuse me. 20 commitment, yes. 
21 A. On Page 10, you said? 21 Q. Okay. Did First Federal rely on any 
22 Q. Page 1 0. Answer to Interrogatory 22 representations made directly from Riedesel to 
23 No. 11. 23 First Federal with regard to the lien position of 
24 A. Okay. Yeah. 24 the second loan? 
25 Q. It's right down at the very bottom 25 A. As far as direct communication with 
(208)345-9611 
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1 us as far as saying, verbally saying, this is what 1 A. No, I have not. 
2 will happen? 2 Q. We've talked here today about the 
3 Q. Correct. 3 first and the second loans. At the time you 
4 A. No. It was, again, back to what I'd 4 extended this second loan, do you know whether 
5 said originally as far as just our experience, as 5 Riedesel was paid any money out of that second 
6 far as the practice to sign a lien waiver, and so 6 loan? 
7 forth. But I don't recall anything verbally from 7 A. Yes, they were. 
8 them. 8 Q. Do you recall as you sit here today 
9 Q. SO if! understand you correctly, 9 how much money they were paid? 
10 the only representations from Riedesel that either 10 A. Oh, golly, I'm sorry. I don't for 
11 First Federal or First American Title Insurance 11 sure. I mean, I think it was around 80,000. 
12 Company, to the best of your knowledge, relied 12 Q. That's fine. What did you 
13 upon were the lien waiver and the lien release 13 understand Riedesel to be doing or saying to First 
14 signed by Riedesel? 14 Federal when you paid Riedesel and Riedesel signed 
15 A. Yes. 15 the lien waiver? 
16 MR.GADD: Can you give us just a 16 A. That they were releasing lien. 
17 few minutes? I think we're just about done. 17 Q. There were two documents that were 
18 Let's take just a quick break. 18 signed, there was a lien release and a lien 
19 THE WITNESS: Okay. 19 waiver. Do you understand what the difference 
20 (Recess taken.) 20 between those documents are? 
21 MR. GADD: I don't have any further 21 A. Yes. 
22 questions. 22 Q. Would you, for the record, explain 
23 MR. MCFARLAND: I have a few, just a 23 your understanding of the lien release. 
24 few, Mr. Meyerhoeffer. 24 A. Well, a lien release, they had a 
25_ EXAMINATION 25 lien already filed and they were releasing that 
Page 35 Page 37 
1 QUESTIONS BY MR. MCFARLAND: 1 lien that was already filed, yes. 
2 Q. How long, Mr. Meyerhoeffer, have you 2 Q. And what do you understand to be the 
3 worked in the secured lending industry? 3 lien waiver then? 
4 A. Approximately 15 years. 4 A. Lien waiver means that they had been 
5 Q. And I think you testified earlier 5 paid for the work they had done. They were 
6 that you've dealt with mechanic's lien situations 6 basically releasing their rights to go back and 
7 in the past; is that correct? 7 file a lien again. 
8 A. Yes. 8 Q. Did you understand then at the time 
9 Q. Would it be fair to say that you've 9 that First Federal extended the second loan that 
10 dealt with mechanic's -- would it be accurate to 10 Riedesel would not assert a lien prior to First 
11 say that you've dealt with mechanic lien 11 Federal? 
12 situations regularly? 12 A. I'm sorry, read that one more time 
13 A. Yes. 13 forme. 
14 Q. In your experience, what does it 14 Q. At the time that the second loan was 
15 mean when a mechanic's lien claimant signs a lien 15 issued and Riedesel was paid and Riedesel signed 
16 waiver? 16 the lien waiver, did you understand at that time 
17 MR. GADD: Objection. 17 that Riedesel would not be coming back and 
18 THE WITNESS: Just that, that 18 asserting a new lien prior to First Federal's 
19 they're releasing their lien, their right to, I 19 interest in the property? 
20 guess, pursue that lien beyond where it is. 20 A. Oh, yes. Yes, definitely. 
21 Q. (BY MR. MCFARLAND) Have you ever 21 Q. Would First Federal have extended 
22 seen a case in which a lien claimant is paid, 22 this second loan if it hadn't been in a first 
23 signs a lien waiver, and then subsequently comes 23 position lien priority on the property? 
24 back and tries to assert a lien that is prior to 24 A. No. 
25 the loan you've extended? 25 Q. If First Federal had understood that 
'" -'~"'~~' 
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1 Riedesel could have come back -- strike that. At 
2 the time the second loan was issued, would yoil 
3 have extended the loan had you known that Riedesel 
4 could come back and assert a lien priority over 
5 First Federal? 
6 A. No. 
7 MR. MCF ARL~"1\ID: That's all I've got, 
8 for now. 
9 MR. GADD: Just a few very brief 
1 0 follow-up questions. 
11 
12 FURTHER EXAMINATION 
13 QUESTIONS BY MR. GADD: 
14 Q. With regard to the lien waiver that 
15 was referenced by counsel, in your experience in 
1 6 the secured lending industry are all lien waivers 
17 the same? 
1 8 A. I don't know for sure. I mean, I 
1 9 know the ones we've used, and they're pretty 
2 0 standard, that I've seen. I assume they are. But 
2 1 I haven't seen what everybody else uses for sure. 
22 Q. Okay. As you're making payments as 
2 3 construction progresses, do you have the 
2 4 contractor and subcontractors sign lien waivers 
2:] with respect to each payment that they receive? 
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1 A. It depends. Sometimes we do. Not 
2 always. 
3 Q. Why do you do it in some cases and 
4 not always? 
5 A. Usually it depends on our experience 
6 with the contractor. Ifwe have had a lot of 
7 experience and are very comfortable with his 
8 expertise and financial condition, sometimes we 
9 won't require lien waivers. Ifwe have concerns 
1 0 with the contractor or other issues, we will 
11 require the lien waivers. 
12 Q. And when you say lien waivers, you 
13 mean a lien waiver each time they get a payment? 
14 A. Sometimes. Not always, but 
1 5 sometimes, yes. 
1 6 Q. Why do you do one each time they get 
1 7 a payment and not just one at one time? 
1 8 A. Just to make sure that they're 
1 9 saying, I got paid, we're not going to file a lien 
2 0 on the work we've done. 
2 1 Q. After they sign a lien waiver, is it 
2 2 your understanding, based upon your experience in 
2 3 the secured lending industry, that if they perform 
2 4 additional work, that they could file a lien for 
2 5 that additional work? 
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1 A. Yes. 
2 Q. Okay. You stated just a moment ago 
3 that it was your understanding with regard to the 
4 second loan and the lien waiver signed that 
5 Riedesel would not be filing a lien that was prior 
6 to First American's? 
7 A. First Federal's. 
8 Q. First Federal's, excuse me. 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. Now, we may have already answered 
11 this question, but just to make sure, what was the 
12 basis of your understanding, of that 
13 understanding? 
14 A. That they had released their lien 
15 and filed a lien waiver. We had first and second 
1 6 deed of trust without anything -- without any 
1 7 liens prior to those. And so anything they did 
18 subsequent to that would be subsequent to those 
19 two. 
20 Q. Okay. So is it based upon your 
2 1 experience in the commercial lending industry? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. Was it based upon any 
24 representations of Riedesel, other than the lien 
25 waiver and the lien release? 
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1 A. Not other than those, no. Not that 
2 I'm aware of. Not to me personally. 
3 Q. You testified earlier that it was 
4 your understanding that Riedesel would be 
5 performing additional work subsequent to the 
6 second loan; is that correct? 
7 A. Yes. 
8 Q. Based on what you've testified to 
9 just a moment ago, and is it -- was it also your 
10 understanding that Riedesel would be entitled to 
11 file a lien against the property for that work 
12 performed subsequent to the second loan? 
13 A. It was my understanding they could 
14 file a lien. But, again, it was our understanding 
15 all along, that would be junior to anything we had 
1 6 out there. 
1 7 MR. GADD: I don't have any further 
18 questions. 
1 9 MR. MCFARLAND: Me either. 
20 COURT REPORTER: Would you like to 
21 purchase a copy, Mr. McFarland? 
22 MR. MCFARLAND: I would. 
23 (Deposition concluded at 10:51 a.m.) 
24 (Signature requested.) 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
) OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-claimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby submits the 
following reply memorandum in support of its Motion for Reconsideration. 
INTRODUCTION 
On January 25, 2010, the Court entered its Memorandum Opinion Re Cross Motions for 
Summary Judgment in this matter, wherein the Court held that "Riedesel's lien filed in October 
2008 has priority over First Federal's two mortgages," subject to First Federal's affirmative defense 
of quasi-estoppel. See Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. for Surnrn. J., p. 13. 
stated, 
Referring to paragraphs 8 and 9 of the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer, the Court 
Meyerhoeffer's affidavit can be viewed broadly to mean that the representation that 
First Federal would have first priority on the Property carne from Riedesel as well as 
First American Title. Although conclusory, it is sufficient to deny summary 
judgment on the quasi-estoppel defense at this time. The parties shall be given 
additional opportunity to develop the record on this issue. 
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Id. Thus, the Court found a genuine issue of material fact existed with respect to First Federal's 
affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel and denied Riedesel's motion for summary judgment in that 
regard. See !d. at pp. 12-13. 
On April 6, 2010, Riedesel deposed Jason Meyerhoeffer. See Aff. of David W. Gadd in 
Supp. of Mot. for Recons., ~ 2, Ex. A.. In light of Mr. Meyerhoeffer's deposition testimony, 
Riedesel believes any issue of fact precluding the Court from granting summary judgment on First 
Federal's quasi-estoppel defense has been resolved and summary jUdgment against First Federal in 
this regard is now appropriate. Accordingly, Riedesel requests the Court to reconsider its prior 
finding and decision and grant Riedesel's motion for summary judgment in its entirety. 
GOVERNING STANDARD 
Riedesel's underlying motion is a motion for summary judgment. Under Idaho law, a 
motion for summary judgment should be granted if the court determines that no genuine issue of 
material fact is found to exist based upon the pleadings, depositions, admissions, and affidavits. 
I.R.C.P. 56(c); Harris v. State Dept. of Health, 123 Idaho 295, 847 P.2d 1156 (1992); Farmers 
Insurance Company v. Brown, 97 Idaho 380, 544 P.2d 1150 (1976); Salmon Rivers Sportsman 
Camps, Inc. v. Cessna Aircraft Co., 97 Idaho 348, 544 P.2d 306 (1975). The nonmoving party may 
not rest upon mere allegations or denials to avoid summary judgment. I.R.c.P. 56(c); Theriault v. 
A.H Robbins Company, 108 Idaho 303, 698 P.2d 365 (1985); McCoy v. Lyons, 120 Idaho 765, 769, 
820 P.2d 360, 364 (1991). Rather, the nonmoving party's response must set forth specific facts 
showing there is a genuine issue for trial. I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
If the moving party asserts that no genuine issue of material fact exists, the burden then 
shifts to the nonmoving party to present evidence that is sufficient to establish a genuine issue of 
material fact. Smith v. Meridian Joint School District No.2, 128 Idaho 714, 719, 918 P.2d 583,588 
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(1996). The nonmoving party must submit more than just conclusory assertions that an issue of 
material fact exists to establish a genuine issue. Coghlan v. Beta Theta Pi Fraternity, 133 Idaho 388, 
401,987 P.2d 300, 313 (1999). Mere speculation or a scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt is not 
sufficient to create a genuine issue of material fact. lvJcCoy, 120 Idaho at 769, 820 P.2d at 364; 
Samuel v. Hepworth, Nungester & Lezamiz, Inc., 134 Idaho 84, 87, 996 P.2d 303,306 (2000). 
A judicial foreclosure is a proceeding in equity and therefore affords no right to a jury trial. 
Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 121 Idaho 266, 824 P.2d 841 (1991); Jensen v. 
Bumgarner, 25 Idaho 355, 137 P. 529 (1913) (holding that mechanic's lien foreclosure is an action 
in equity). In such proceedings, the Court is the finder of fact. Vanderford Co., Inc. v. Knudson, 
144 Idaho 547, 553, 165 P.3d 261 (2007); LR.C.P. 52(a). "When an action will be tried before the 
court without a jury, the judge is not constrained to draw inferences in favor of the party opposing a 
motion for summary judgment but rather the trial judge is free to arrive at the most probable 
inferences to be drawn from uncontroverted evidentiary facts." Loomis v. City of Hailey, 119 Idaho 
434,437,807 P.2d 1272 (1991). 
With respect to Riedesel's motion for reconsideration, the decision of whether to grant or 
deny a motion for reconsideration is left to the sound discretion of the trial court. Van v. Portneuf 
Med Ctr., 147 Idaho 552, 560, 212 P.3d 982 (2009). 
LAW AND ARGUMENT 
As held by the Court in its Memorandum Opinion, the sole issue for trial before the Court is 
First Federal's affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel. Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. for Summ. J., p. 13. 
First Federal bears the burden of proving each of the elements of quasi-estoppel. See Thomas v. 
Arkoosh Produce, Inc., 137 Idaho 352, 48 P.3d 1241 (2002); Winn v. Eaton, 128 Idaho 670, 917 
P.2d 1310 (Ct. App. 1996). As this Court previously noted in its memorandum opinion, 
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Quasi estoppel prevents a party from asserting a right, to the detriment of another 
party, which is inconsistent with a position previously taken. Quasi estoppel applies 
when it would be unconscionable to allow the party to be estopped to change 
positions from one they acquiesced in or from one they accepted a benefit. Id. For 
quasi estoppel to apply, the party to be estopped must have either gained some 
advantage against the other party, produced a disadvantage to the other party, or the 
other party must have been induced to change positions. 
C & G, Inc. v. Canyon Highway Dist. No.4, 139 Idaho 140, 144-45, 75 P.3d 194 (2003) 
(citations omitted). Thus, to prevail on its affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel, First Federal must 
prove that Riedesel's assertion that its October 27,2008, lien is senior to and has priority over First 
Federal's two mortgages is inconsistent with Riedesel's previous position in this regard. 
The Court denied Riedesel's motion for summary judgment on the basis that Jason 
Meyerhoeffer's statement could be viewed to mean that Riedesel had represented to First Federal 
that First Federal's mortgages would be senior to any subsequent lien that Riedesel may file. See 
Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. for Summ. J., p. 13. However, at his deposition, Jason Meyerhoeffer 
testified as follows: 
Q. (BY MR. GADD) Did Riedesel, anyone at Riedesel make any comments or 
representations to you concerning the priority of their lien or any subsequent liens? 
A. Not comments. You know, when you say representations, you know, by 
their actions of signing the lien release and the lien waiver, I would say they did, in 
my estimation, make their representation, yeah. 
Q. And that was a representation with regard to the lien that they waived? 
A. Well, yeah, they waived one and then signed a lien release. 
Q. And did they make any representations with regard to liens for work 
performed subsequent to the second loan? 
A. You said for work done subsequent to the second loan? 
Q. Correct. 
A. I don't recall. I don't recall. 
Q. Did Riedesel -- and the reason I'm asking this question is because I asked if 
they made any comments to you. Are you aware of anyone at Riedesel who made 
any comments to anyone at First Federal with regard to the priority of any lien that 
they filed in connection with this work performed after the second loan? 
A. I'm not aware of any comments, no. 
Q. Any representations? 
MR. MCFARLAND: Asked and answered. 
THE WITNESS: What's that? 
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MR. MCFARLAND: Objection. Asked 
and answered. You can answer the question if you can. 
THE WITNESS: You know, again, you know, the lien waiver and, you know, the 
release of the lien, again, our experience, that meant they were releasing the lien 
position. Anything they did subsequent to that loan, we weren't concerned with 
because we had our deeds of trust recorded. 
Q. (BY MR. GADD) Are you aware of any comments to anyone at First 
American Title by anyone at Riedesel concerning the priority of their lien? And by 
lien, I mean, lien for work performed subsequent to the second loan. 
A. I'm not aware of any comments, no. 
* * * 
Q. Okay. Did First Federal rely on any representations made directly from 
Riedesel to First Federal with regard to the lien position of the second loan? 
A. As far as direct communication with us as far as saying, verbally saying, this 
is what will happen? 
Q. Correct. 
A. No. It was, again, back to what I'd said originally as far as just our 
experience, as far as the practice to sign a lien waiver, and so forth. But I don't recall 
anything verbally from them. 
Q. SO if I understand you correctly, the only representations from Riedesel that 
either First Federal or First American Title Insurance Company, to the best of your 
knowledge, relied upon were the lien waiver and the lien release signed by Riedesel? 
A. Yes. 
* * * 
Q. Okay. You stated just a moment ago that it was your understanding with 
regard to the second loan and the lien waiver signed that Riedesel would not be 
filing a lien that was prior to First American's? 
A. First Federal's. 
Q. First Federal's, excuse me. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Now, we may have already answered this question, but just to make sure, 
what was the basis of your understanding, of that understanding? 
A. That they had released their lien and filed a lien waiver. We had first and 
second deed of trust without anything -- without any liens prior to those. And so 
anything they did subsequent to that would be subsequent to those two. 
Q. Okay. So is it based upon your experience in the commercial lending 
industry? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was it based upon any representations of Riedesel, other than the lien waiver 
and the lien release? 
A. Not other than those, no. Not that I'm aware of. Not to me personally. 
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See Aff. of David W. Gadd in Supp. of Mot. for Recons., ~ 2, Ex. A, pp. 28:17-30:13; 33:21-34:15; 
40:2-41:2. 
Based upon Mr. Meyerhoeffer's testimony, the only representations made by Riedesel 
upon which First Federal based its belief that its two mortgages, in particular its mortgage 
recorded September 13, 2007, would have priority over any lien filed by Riedesel subsequent to 
that mortgage were those set forth in the lien waiver and lien release executed by Riedesel. 
Riedesel did not make any other representations to First Federal concerning the priority of First 
Federal's mortgages or Riedesel's liens. 
However, First Federal's reliance on the lien waiver and the lien release in this regard 
was misplaced given that there is nothing in either of those documents that would indicate that 
any "post-lien waiver" lien filed by Riedesel would be junior to First Federal's mortgages. As 
this Court previously held, 
The lien waiver in this case is not ambiguous. The lien waiver waived Riedesel's 
rights only on account of labor provided up to this date (the date of the lien 
waiver). There is no language in this waiver purporting to waive rights accruing 
subsequent to the date of the waiver. Nor is there any language purporting to 
waive Riedesel's priority. Had Riedesel intended to waive rights for work to be 
performed in the future the waiver could have explicitly stated that. Had it 
intended to waive its priority date the waiver could likewise have so stated. The 
waiver does neither. 
Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. for Summ. 1., p. 10. 
Riedesel's position that its lien is senior to First Federal's mortgages has not changed. 
Although First Federal may have misunderstood the effect of the lien waiver and the lien release, 
this misunderstanding does not satisfy the requirements or justify the application of the doctrine of 
quasi-estoppel. Because there is no dispute concerning the facts pertaining to this issue, summary 
judgment should be granted. 
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CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court enter summary 
judgment in favor of Riedesel on First Federal's affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel. 
DATED this 7th day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~~ 
DavidWGad 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 7th day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty ~ Hand Delivery Ryan T. McFarland U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen f0 Hand Delivery Attorney at Law U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP M U.S. Mail P.O. Box 168 Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D __ e£_e_nd_an __ ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~-----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterc1aimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby moves this Court, pursuant to Rule 
11(a)(2)(B) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, to reconsider its denial of Riedesel's Cross-
Motion for Summary Judgment with regard to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' 
affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel. 
In addition to the pleadings and documents on file with the Court, Riedesel's motion is 
supported by the Affidavit of David W. Gadd in Support of Motion for Reconsideration and a 
memorandum oflaw, each submitted contemporaneously herewith. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this 7th day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY'~~ 
David W§a 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 7th day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland [\I] .~. U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law ~~ U.S. Mail P.O. Box 276 Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP ~ U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
) SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_£_en_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefend~t, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. ) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, and hereby 
moves this court for an Order shortening the required period for notice of hearing on Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 's Motion for Reconsideration, thereby allowing all motions pending before the 
Court to be heard on April 19, 2010. 
This Motion is supported by the Affidavit of Timothy 1. Stover filed concurrently herewith. 
Dated this .:::L*'aay of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~~--3--'q~~~u __ _ 
MVIDW:GA'DD 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 2 
; 
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• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the ~tLuay of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland ~] U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law DO u.s. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP ~~ U.S. Mail P.O. Box 168 Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 3 
000476
1/'-'" 1 
, 
.':" ~ 
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r: 
~.) 
• • DISTRICT COURT Fifth Judicial District 
"'O>lnty of TwIn Falla· State of Idab" 
APR '~B 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) ) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
) HEARING 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, ) 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Counterclaimant, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) ) 
vs. ) ) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) ) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 1 
000477
• • 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Third-party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing ) 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS I-XV ) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
Upon reading the Motion filed herein and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the hearing on Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's Motion for 
Reconsideration will be h~;ll'd on April 19, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel 
may be heard. (// 
Dated 1his -if- day of April, 2010. 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 2 000478
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the L day of April, 2010, she caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 3 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[..{ U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 954-5223 
[ ] Hand Delivery [vf U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[-1 U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
[] Hand Delivery [v:r U.S. Mail 
[] Overnight Courier 
[] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
BY:~I1~ 
Deputy Cler 
000479
4/9/2010 4:12:51 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 2 
\JV • 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB NQ. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• (JISTRICT COURT TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 APR -9 PH~: 16 
BY--7T 
, .... {{./ CLERK 
9V DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK. OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - I 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY 
30470.0177.1875903.1 
000480
4/9/2010 4:12:51 PM Lynn Tuning 
• 
Counterdefendant. ) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
P AGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell Page 3 
• 
Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff hereby gives notice 
that on ~rnl ~ ,2010, it served a copy o[PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. upon the following person or persons: 
Timothy 1. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - 2 
30470.0177.18751103.1 
000481
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• • 
DATED THIS q ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - 3 
30470.0177. 1875903.1 
000482
4/9/2010 4:13:22 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 5 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY by the method indicated below, 
and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, In 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, In 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, In 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - 4 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail * Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
... \0_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_,-_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
VJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_-r-_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
30470.0177.1875903.1 
000483
4/9/2010 4:13:36 PM Lynn Tuning 
• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxelLcom 
rmcfar1and@hawleytroxelLcom 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
Page 6 
[JISTRfCT COURT 
TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 APR -9 PH~: 16 
BY_ 
~ /) CLERK 
f{/ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-----------------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULE OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. PURSUANT 
TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) - 1 
30470.0177.1876010.1 
000484
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
Hawley Troxell Page 7 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First 
Federal") will take the deposition on oral examination of Defend anti Counterclaim ant Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") before an official court reporter, or before some other officer 
authorized to administer oaths, at 12:00 p.m. on May 24,2010, and continuing day to day 
thereafter until the taking of the deposition may be adjourned, at the Twin Falls County 
Courthouse, 427 Shoshone St. N., Twin Falls, Idaho. 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. PURSUANT 
TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) - 2 
30470.0177.1876010.1 
000485
4/9/2010 4:13:58 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 8 
• • 
The deposition will be taken pursuant to Rule 30(b)(6) of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure. Riedesel must designate one or more persons to testify on its behalf as to all 
infonnation known or reasonably available to Riedesel with respect to the following subjects: 
1. The negotiation and tenns of all contracts and agreements, written or oral, 
between First Federal and Riedesel; 
2. The negotiation and tenns of all contracts and agreements, written or oral, 
between First American Title Company, Inc. and Riedesel; 
3. The negotiation and tenns of any alleged written or oral modifications to any 
contract between First Federal and Riedesel; 
4. The negotiation and tenns of any alleged written or oral modifications to any 
contract between First American Title Company, Inc. and Riedesel; 
5. Riedesel's receipt and retention ofpayment for work done on the property located 
in Twin Falls County, Idaho, that is the subject of the above·captioned matter (the "Property"); 
6. The negotiation and tenns of all contracts and agreements, written or oral, 
between Riedesel and any party with respect to the Property; 
7. The negotiation and terms of any alleged written or oral modifications to any 
contract between Riedesel and any party with respect to the Property; and 
8. The actions taken by Riedesel with respect to the Property, including work done 
on the Property. 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. PURSUANT 
TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) • 3 
30470.0177.1876010.1 
000486
4/9/2010 4:14:12 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 9 
• • 
Of fh __ 
DATED TillS _1_ day of April, 2010. 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. PURSUANT 
TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) _ 4 
000487
4/9/2010 4:14:28 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 10 
. . 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering. Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.} 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. PURSUANT 
TO IDAHO RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(B)(6) - 5 
30470.0177.1876010.1 
000488
4/9/2010 4:14:45 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 11 
1/ \~. • 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
OlSTRICT COURT 
TWI)t FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 APR -9 PH It: 16 
o 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON 
L. WERT 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON L. WERT - 1 
30470.0177.1675046.1 
000489
4/9/2010 4:14:52 PM Lynn Tuning 
• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell Page 12 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First 
Federal") will take the deposition on oral examination of Aaron L. Wert before an official court 
reporter, or before some other officer authorized to administer oaths, at 10:00 a.m. on May 24, 
2010, and continuing day to day thereafter until the taking of the deposition may be adjourned, at 
the Twin Falls County Courthouse, 427 Shoshone St. N., Twin Falls, Idaho. 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON L. WERT - 2 
30470.0177.1876046.1 
000490
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• • 
DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & WLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON L. WERT - 3 
30470.0177.18760461 
000491
4/9/2010 4:15:21 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 14 
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1~day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON L. WERT by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF AARON L. WERT - 4 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
.:E- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
30470.0177.1876046.1 
000492
• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION 
TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RULE 56(f) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 
30470.0177.1875696.1 
000493
• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that First Federal Saving Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") 
will call its Motion To Shorten Time For Hearing On Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of 
Hearing for hearing before the above-entitled Court, the Honorable Randy J. Stoker, District 
Judge, presiding, on Monday, the 19th day of April, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as 
counsel can be heard. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
30470.0177.1875696.1 
000494
QfJi-
DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 3 
30470.0177.1875696.1 
000495
... • • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
HEARING ON RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered ¥- Overnight Mail 
__ E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
+ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
VJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_r-_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
HEARING ON RULE 56(f) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RULE 56(F) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this Motion To 
Shorten Time For Hearing On Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing ("Motion To 
Shorten Time"), and requests that this Court hear First Federal's Motion To Shorten Time on 
Monday, April 19, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., the time currently set for hearing on First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment. 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RULE 56(F) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
30470.0177.1875664.1 
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• • 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") filed a Motion For Reconsideration on April 7, 
2010, and then filed a Motion For Order To Shorten Time For Hearing, requesting that this Court 
hear Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration on April 19, 2010. First Federa1's Rule 56(f) 
Motion asks this Court to continue the hearing on Riedese1's Motion For Reconsideration to 
allow First Federal to conduct discovery necessary to oppose Riedesel's Motion For 
Reconsideration. Before this Court can make a determination on Riedesel's Motion For 
Reconsideration, this Court must, of necessity, make a determination as to First Federal's Rule 
56(f) Motion; therefore, First Federal respectfully submits that good cause exists for shortening 
the time to hear First Federa1's Rule 56(f) Motion. 
DATED THIS <1~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ I)....day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing MOTION TO SHORtEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
~ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. 
MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF RULE 
56(f) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE 
OF HEARING 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
RYAN T. MCFARLAND, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
1. I am an attorney with the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, 
counsel of record for Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") in the 
above-captioned matter. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge and can 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
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testify as to the truth of the matters contained herein if called upon as a witness at the trial of this 
action. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of pages 5-6, 24-25,32, 
35-38, and 40-41 of the deposition transcript of Jason Meyerhoeffer, taken April 6, 2010, 
wherein Mr. Meyerhoeffer testifies, as the loan administrator for First Federal, as to Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.' s ("Riedesel") representations regarding First Federal's priority interest in the 
property at issue in this action. 
3. This law firm filed its Notice of Substitution of Counsel on March 3, 2010. Since 
that time, I personally have worked continually on this matter, including reviewing the file and 
becoming familiar with the facts and issues in this case; drafting and filing First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment; preparing and timely serving response to discovery 
propounded by Riedesel on First Federal prior to when this firm was retained to represent First 
Federal; meeting with Jason Meyerehoeffer regarding this case and regarding his deposition, 
which was noticed by Riedesel prior to the time this firm was retained to represent First Federal; 
defending the deposition of Jason Meyerehoeffer in Twin Falls; drafting and timely serving a 
Reply in Support of First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment; and timely 
responding to Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration and Motion To Shorten Time, including 
this Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing. I have not had time to propound and 
receive answers to written discovery, or take the deposition of, Riedesel in this matter, or gather 
additional affidavits necessary to respond to Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration, while 
handling the significant work required on this matter and handling my other cases in the 
approximately 5 weeks I have been working on this case. 
Further, your affiant sayeth naught. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
~, LYNN M. TUNING , a Notary Public, do hereby certify that on this 
~-day of April, 2010, personally appeared before me Ryan T. McFarland, who, being by me 
first duly sworn, declared that he is an attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls, Plaintiff in the foregoing action, that he signed the foregoing document, and that the 
statements therein contained are true. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this certificate first above written. 
Nota bh for Idaho ( , 
Residing at ~ ~ 
My commission expires 7JiA'k7!=dLa. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF RULE 
56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered Y Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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EXHIBIT A 
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1 JASON MEYERHOEFFER, 
2 first duly sworn to tell the truth relating to said 
3 cause, testified as follows: 
4 
5 MR. GADD: This is the time and 
6 place set for the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer 
7 in the pending action. 
8 
~ EXAMINATION 
10 QUESTIONS BY MR. GADD: 
11 Q. Jason, can you state your full name 
12 for the record, please? 
13 A. Yeah. Jason Andrew Meyerhoeffer. 
14 Q. And can you tell me a little bit 
15 about yourself, your educational background, where 
16 you grew up? 
17 A. Sure. I grew up in Twin Falls. Was 
18 born here and all the way through high school 
19 here. Went to college at the University of 
20 Arizona. Graduated with degrees in finance and 
21 accounting. And came back to Twin Falls in 1990 
22 for the summer, and I've been here ever since. 
23 Worked at First Federal since 1996, where I'm at 
24 right now. 
25 Q. And what positions have you held at 
(208)345-9611 M & M COURT REPORTING (208)345-8800 (fax) 
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1 First Federal? 
2 A. Commercial loan officer. Loan 
3 administrator. And that's what I've been, a loan 
4 administrator, since 1998, and that's my current 
5 position. 
6 Q. What were your duties as a 
7 commercial loan officer? 
8 A. Primarily, making loans to 
9 businesses, small businesses, medium-size 
10 businesses, high network individuals. Taking loan 
11 requests, analyzing credit, making credit 
12 decisions, documenting loans, finding loans, that 
13 sort of stuff. 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Q. And what are your current job 
duties? 
A. I oversee all of our lending, so I 
oversee our commercial lending, mortgage lending, 
consumer lending. 
Q. What do you mean when you say 
oversee it? 
A. I'm responsible for all the lending 
at First Federal, ultimately. 
Q. SO if I understand you correctly, 
the loan officers go out and they take the 
applications, et cetera, but you're the one who 
Page 6 
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1 actually turn back to Page 2, Paragraph 3. 
2 Evidently, the loan is referring to the loan on 
3 September 12, 2007, In the amount of $1,128,187. 
4 A. Okay. 
5 Q. So it says "That First Federal" --
Page 24 
6 going back to Paragraph 8 now, "That First Federal 
7 made the Loan with the understanding, and only on 
8 the condition, that in closing the Loan First 
9 Federal would be given a Mortgage on the Project 
10 Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to 
11 any and all mechanic's and materialmen's liens on 
12 the Project Property, including specifically, the 
13 lien of Riedesel which was the subject of a 
14 Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien 
15 recorded in Twin Falls County on May 11, 2007, as 
16 Instrument No. 2007-011243." Did I read that 
17 correctly? 
18 A. Yes. Yes. 
19 Q. Can you tell me what the basis of 
20 First Federal's understanding is as that term is 
21 used in Paragraph 8? 
22 A. As far as that we made the loan with 
23 the understanding that we'd be in first position? 
24 Q. Correct. 
25 A. Just that. That we -- on loans like 
(208)345-9611 M & M COURT REPORTING . (208)345-8800 (fax) 
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Page 25 
1 this, we require to be in a first lien position. 
2 In this case where we had two loans, obviously, 
3 we'd be first and second with no intervening liens 
4 there. 
5 Q. Okay. And it was your understanding 
6 that in making the loan, the loan as it was 
7 defined in Paragraph 3, that First American Title 
8 would be in first position? 
9 A. First Federal. 
10 Q. First Federal, excuse me, would be 
11 in the first position? 
12 A. Yes. Exactly right, yes. 
13 Q. And on what did you base that 
14 understanding, on what facts in particular? 
15 A. That we'd be in first position? 
16 Q. Yes. 
17 A. Just requirement of our loan. We 
18 always require that. And we knew that, as 
19 funding, that Riedesel would release their lien. 
20 And that was it. 
21 Q. Were there any other facts that you 
22 were basing that understanding on? 
23 A. That we'd be in first lien position? 
24 Q. Yes. 
25 A. No. 
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Page 32 
1 there. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
A. 
Q. 
Okay. 
In that sentence, you refer to 
"custom and practice in the secured lending 
industry." Can you tell me what you meant by 
that? 
A. Well, for the past 16 years that 
I've been in banking, it's always been standard 
that when there's been work done on property, a 
lien out there, that you obtain a lien waiver, 
release of that lien, and it eliminates the lien 
and it doesn't affect your lien position anymore. 
That's how we've handled them since I've been in 
banking. 
Q. Okay. And with regard to the second 
part of that sentence, "representations made by 
Riedesel and its agents to First Federal's title 
insurance company," what representations 
specifically are you referring to? 
MR. MCFARLAND: Objection. Asked 
and answered. 
THE WITNESS: The representations 
referred to there was the fact that they signed 
the lien waiver and the release of lien. 
Q. (BY MR. GADD) Okay. Any other 
(208)345-9611 M & M COURT REPORTING (208)345-8800 (fax) 000511
1 QUESTIONS BY MR. MCFARLAND: Page 35 
2 Q. How long, Mr. Meyerhoeffer, have you 
3 worked in the secured lending industry? 
4 A. Approximately 15 years. 
5 Q. And I think you testified earlier 
6 that you've dealt with mechanic's lien situations 
7 in the pasti is that correct? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. Would it be fair to say that you've 
10 dealt with mechanic's -- would it be accurate to 
11 say that you've dealt with mechanic lien 
12 situations regularly? 
13 A. Yes. 
14 Q. In your experience, what does it 
15 mean when a mechanic's lien claimant signs a lien 
16 waiver? 
17 MR. GADD: Objection. 
18 THE WITNESS: Just that, that 
19 they're releasing their lien, their right to, I 
20 guess, pursue that lien beyond where it is. 
21 Q. (BY MR. MCFARLAND) Have you ever 
22 seen a case in which a lien claimant is paid, 
23 signs a lien waiver, and then subsequently comes 
24 back and tries to assert a lien that is prior to 
25 the loan you've extended? 
(208)345-9611 M & M COURT REPORTING (208)345-8800 (fax) 000512
1 A. No, I have not. 
2 Q. We've talked here today about the 
3 first and the second loans. At the time you 
4 extended this second loan, do you know whether 
5 Riedesel was paid any money out of that second 
6 loan? 
7 
8 
A. 
Q. 
Yes, they were. 
Do you recall as you sit here today 
9 how much money they were paid? 
10 A. Oh, golly, I'm sorry. I don't for 
11 sure. I mean, I think it was around 80,000. 
12 Q. That's fine. What did you 
13 understand Riedesel to be doing or saying to First 
14 Federal when you paid Riedesel and Riedesel signed 
15 the lien waiver? 
16 A. That they were releasing lien. 
17 Q. There were two documents that were 
18 signed, there was a lien release and a lien 
19 waiver. Do you understand what the difference 
20 between those documents are? 
21 
22 
A. 
Q. 
Yes. 
Would you, for the record, explain 
23 your understanding of the lien release. 
24 A. Well, a lien release, they had a 
25 lien already filed and they were releasing that 
(208)345-9611 
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1 lien that was already filed, yes. Page 37 
2 Q. And what do you understand to be the 
3 lien waiver then? 
4 A. Lien waiver means that they had been 
5 paid for the work they had done. They were 
6 basically releasing their rights to go back and 
7 file a lien again. 
8 Q. Did you understand then at the time 
9 that First Federal extended the second loan that 
10 Riedesel would not assert a lien prior to First 
11 Federal? 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
A. I'm sorry, read that one more time 
for me. 
Q. At the time that the second loan was 
issued and Riedesel was paid and Riedesel signed 
the lien waiver, did you understand at that time 
that Riedesel would not be coming back and 
asserting a new lien prior to First Federal's 
interest in the property? 
A. Oh, yes. Yes, definitely. 
Q. Would First Federal have extended 
this second loan if it hadn't been in a first 
position lien priority on the property? 
A. No. 
Q. If First Federal had understood that 
(208)345-9611 
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1 Riedesel could have come back -- strike that. At 
2 the time the second loan was issued, would you 
Page 38 
3 have extended the loan had you known that Riedesel 
4 could come back and assert a lien priority over 
5 First Federal? 
A. No. 6 
7 
8 
9 
MR. MCFARLAND: That's all I've got, 
for now. 
MR. GADD: Just a few very brief 
10 follow-up questions. 
11 
12 FURTHER EXAMINATION 
13 QUESTIONS BY MR. GADD: 
14 Q. With regard to the lien waiver that 
15 was referenced by counsel, in your experience in 
16 the secured lending industry are all lien waivers 
17 the same? 
18 A. I don't know for sure. I mean, I 
19 know the ones we've used, and they're pretty 
20 standard, that I've seen. I assume they are. But 
21 I haven't seen what everybody else uses for sure. 
22 Q. Okay. As you're making payments as 
23 construction progresses, do you have the 
24 contractor and subcontractors sign lien waivers 
25 with respect to each payment that they receive? 
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2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. You stated just a moment ago 
that it was your understanding with regard to the 
second loan and the lien waiver signed that 
Riedesel would not be filing a lien that was prior 
to First American's? 
A. First Federal's. 
Q. First Federal's, excuse me. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Now, we may have already answered 
11 this question, 'but just to make sure, what was the 
12 basis of your understanding, of that 
13 understanding? 
14 A. That they had released their lien 
15 and filed a lien waiver. We had first and second 
16 deed of trust without anything -- without any 
17 liens prior to those. And so anything they did 
18 subsequent to that would be subsequent to those 
19 two. 
20 Q. Okay. So is it based upon your 
21 experience in the commercial lending industry? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. Was it based upon any 
24 representations of Riedesel, other than the lien 
25 waiver and the lien release? 
(208)345-9611 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
• 
A. Not other than those, no. Not that 
I'm aware of. Not to me personally. 
Q. You testified earlier that it was 
your understanding that Riedesel would be 
performing additional work subsequent to the 
second loan; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Based on what you've testified to 
just a moment ago, and is it -- was it also your 
understanding that Riedesel would be entitled to 
file a lien against the property for that work 
performed subsequent to the second loan? 
A. It was my understanding they could 
file a lien. But, again, it was our understanding 
all along, that would be junior to anything we had 
out there. 
MR. GADD: I don't have any further 
questions. 
MR. MCFARLAND: Me either. 
COURT REPORTER: Would you like to 
purchase a copy, Mr. McFarland? 
MR. MCFARLAND: I would. 
(Deposition concluded at 10:51 a.m.) 
(Signature requested.) 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
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Telephone: 208.344.6000 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
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vs. 
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) 
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) 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE· 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this 
Memorandum In Support of First Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing on 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Motion For Reconsideration. 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
On April 7, 2010, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") filed a Motion For 
Reconsideration (Riedesel's "Motion"), requesting that this Court enter summary judgment in 
favor of Riedesel on the complex question of fact and law regarding whether Riedesel is 
estopped from asserting that its mechanic's lien (Riedesel's "Lien") is prior in right to First 
Federal's mortgages on the property at issue in this case (the "Property"). Riedesel's Motion, 
though styled a "Motion For Reconsideration" is in substance a motion for summary judgment, 
yet Riedesel would have this Court deprive First Federal of its rights under the Idaho Rues of 
Civil Procedure: Riedesel has asked that this Court hold hearing on Riedesel's Motion on April 
19th, only 11 days after First Federal received Riedesel's Motion, and before First Federal has 
conducted any discovery on Riedesel. Moreover, Riedesel has provided this Court no cogent 
reason for its request for an expedited hearing on its Motion: no trial has been set in this matter, 
and no deadlines are looming for any party. First Federal has recently retained new counsel in 
this matter, and First Federal has not previously had adequate opportunity to conduct discovery 
on the quasi-estoppel issue. Such discovery is necessary, under Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 
56(f), to enable First Federal to "present by affidavit facts essential to justify [First Federal's] 
opposition" to Riedesel's Motion, whereby Riedesel requests summary judgment on the quasi-
estoppel issue. The hearing on Riedesel's Motion should be continued to allow First Federal an 
opportunity to conduct discovery prior to responding to Riedesel's Motion. 
II. 
BACKGROUND 
On July 24,2006, First Federal recorded a mortgage against the Property in the amount 
of$715,162.00. 
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On May 11,2007, Riedesel filed a mechanic's lien against the Property in the amount of 
$87,801.23, and alleged that it had started work on the Property prior to the recordation of First 
Federal's mortgage. 
On September 13,2007, First Federal recorded a second mortgage against the Property in 
the amount of$1,128,187.00. 
In connection with the recordation of First Federa1's second mortgage, Riedesel was paid 
$84,963.11, and executed both a lien release and a lien waiver, and by so doing represented to 
First Federal that First Federal had a paramount interest in the Property. See Affidavit of Ryan 
T. McFarland In Support of Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing, filed concurrently 
herewith (hereinafter, "McFarland Aff."), ~ 2, Exh. A (Deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer, 
transcript pp. 24-25, 32:7-24, 35-38, 41:8-16). 
Thereafter, on October 27,2008, Riedesel recorded a second mechanic's lien, the Lien at 
issue here, asserting both a right to payment of$48,549.58, and that its Lien was prior in right to 
First Federal's interest in the Property. That Lien is not verified as required by Idaho Code 
sections 45-507,51-109, and Idaho case law. 
On January 26,2009, First Federal brought an action to foreclose its mortgages. 
On April 6, 2009, Riedesel filed a Counterclaim against First Federal to foreclose 
Riedese1' s Lien. 
On April 27, 2009, and November 10, 2009, First Federal and Riedesel, respectively, 
filed cross Motions for Summary Judgment. 
On January 25,2010, this Court entered its interlocutory Memorandum Opinion Re Cross 
Motions For Summary Judgment (the Court's "January Order"), and held that there exists a 
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genuine issue of material fact as to First Federal's quasi-estoppel defense to Riedesel's assertion 
of Lien priority. 
First Federal retained new counsel in this matter on or about March 3, 2010. 
Immediately thereafter, on March 10,2010, First Federal, via its new counsel, filed its 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment, asking that this Court declare Riedesel's Lien facially 
invalid because it is not verified by the oath of the claimant. The hearing on First Federal's 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment was timely noticed for April 19, 2010, more than 28 
days after the Second Motion for Summary Judgment was filed. 
On March 26,2010, First Federal responded to written discovery propounded by 
Riedesel. 
On April 6, 2010, Riedesel took the deposition of Jason Meyerhoeffer in Twin Falls. 
On April 7, 2010, Riedesel filed its Motion, along with a Motion to Shorten Time, 
requesting that Riedesel's Motion be heard on April 19, 2010, with First Federal's Second 
Motion for Summary Judgment. 
On April 9, 2010, First Federal served Riedesel with First Federal's First Set of Requests 
For Production of Documents, and noticed the depositions of Riedesel and Aaron L. Wert, to be 
held May 24,2010. 
No trial has been set in this matter, and no scheduling order has been entered. Riedesel is 
not facing any deadlines justifying having its Motion - which is entirely unrelated to First 
Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment - heard on an expedited basis. 
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III. 
ARGUMENT 
Under the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and relevant case law, First Federal is entitled 
to a postponement of the hearing on Riedesel's Motion until adequate discovery can be had. 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f) states: 
should it appear from the affidavits of a party opposing the motion 
that the party cannot for reasons stated present by affidavit facts 
essential to justify the party's opposition, the court may refuse the 
application for judgment or may order a continuance to permit 
affidavits to be obtained or depositions to be taken or discovery to 
be had or may make such other order as is just. 
In interpreting this rule, the Idaho Supreme Court has embraced the United States Supreme 
Court's holding that entry of summary judgment is not to be entered until "after adequate time 
for discovery." Jenkins v. Boise Cascade Corp., 141 Idaho 233, 108 P.3d 380,386 (2005) (citing 
Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 322-23 (1986) (emphasis in the original). 
Federal courts have clarified the identical federal rule: rule 56(f) "'provides a device for 
litigants to avoid summary judgment when they have not had sufficient time to develop 
affirmative evidence. '" Burlington N. Santa Fe R.R. Co. v. Assinibone & Sioux Tribes of Fort 
Peck Reservation, 323 F.3d 767, 773 (9th Cir. 2003) (quoting United States v. Kitsap Physicians 
Serv., 314 F.3d 995, 1000 (9th Cir. 2002)). A nonmoving party must be given the opportunity to 
discover essential information. Metabolife Int 'I, Inc. v. Wornick, 264 F.3d 832, 846 (9th Cir. 
2001) ("Although Rule 56(f) facially gives judges the discretion to disallow discovery when the 
non-moving party cannot yet submit evidence supporting its opposition, the Supreme Court has 
restated the rule as requiring, rather than merely permitting, discovery 'where the nonmoving 
party has not had the opportunity to discover information that is essential to its opposition. '" 
(emphasis added) (quoting Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 250 n.5 (1986))). See 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 6 
30470.0177.1875260.2 
000523
also Wichita Falls Office Assoc. v. Banc One Corp., 978 F.2d 915,919 n.4 (5th Cir. 1992) 
(stating that a Rule 56(f)-based "continuance of a motion for summary judgment for purposes of 
discovery should be granted almost as a matter of course unless the non-moving party has not 
diligently pursued discovery of the evidence" (emphasis added) (internal quotation marks and 
citation omitted)), cited in Burlington, 323 F.3d at 773-74. 
In this case, First Federal has been diligent in prosecuting this action. The lawsuit was 
filed in January 2009; Riedesel filed its counterclaim to foreclose its Lien less than three months 
later; First Federal then filed its first motion for summary judgment three weeks later; at about 
that time, one of the defendants filed bankruptcy which appears to have stayed this action for 
approximately five months while First Federal sought relief from the bankruptcy court's 
automatic stay. As soon as First Federal obtained relief from the bankruptcy stay, it immediately 
renewed its first motion for summary judgment. Almost a month later, in November 2009, 
Riedesel filed a cross-motion for summary judgment. The parties then stipulated that the Court 
hold one hearing on the cross-motions for summary judgment on January 11, 2010. Two weeks 
after the hearing on the cross-motions for summary judgment, this Court issued its January 
Order. On March 3, 2010, First Federal retained new counsel in this matter, and filed a Notice of 
Substitution of Counsel; one week later, First Federal filed its Second Motion For Summary 
Judgment. Since substituting in as counsel, First Federa1's new counsel has diligently and timely 
responded to discovery served prior to when First Federa1's new counsel was retained and 
defended a deposition Riedesel initially noticed prior to when First Federa1's new counsel was 
retained. First Federal has also served Riedesel with written discovery requests and noticed the 
depositions of Riedesel and Aaron Wert. First Federal has been, at all points since this action 
was commenced, diligent in bringing this case to a just, efficient, and speedy resolution. 
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Before it can respond to Riedesel's Motion via affidavit with facts justifying its 
opposition, First Federal must conduct discovery on the quasi-estoppel issue, including receive 
and review responses to the written discovery First Federal has propounded on Riedesel, and 
conduct the scheduled depositions of Riedesel and Aaron Wert. Additionally, First Federal may 
need to obtain affidavits from First American, which procured the lien waiver and lien release 
from Riedesel, and First Federal may need to obtain discovery from other parties to this action. 
This discovery is essential to demonstrate Riedese1's representations at and about the time it was 
paid for its first mechanic's lien and executed its lien release and lien waiver in connection with 
First Federa1's recordation of its second mortgage against the Property. The representations 
previously made by Riedesel are material to this Court's determination of the quasi-estoppel 
issue, inasmuch as the issue focuses on whether Riedesel is estopped from now asserting priority 
over First Federal by those earlier representations. 
As there has been no scheduling order issued and no trial date set in this case, Riedesel 
will not be prejudiced by the Court's grant of the Rule 56(f) Motion; First Federal, on the other 
hand, would be significantly prejudiced if this Rule 56(f) Motion were to be denied and 
Riedesel's Motion heard on a truncated schedule. 
IV. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, First Federal respectfully requests that this Court continue the 
hearing on Riedesel's Motion until after First Federal has completed discovery necessary to 
respond to Riedesel's Motion. 
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DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this q~ay of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
--11- Overnight Mail 
__ E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
'IJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_--r-_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
YJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_-r-_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3)35 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxel1.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxel1.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
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) 
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) 
) 
) 
) 
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) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, and pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 56(f), respectfully requests that this Court continue the hearing on Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 's Motion For Reconsideration. The purpose of this Motion is to allow First 
Federal an opportunity to obtain responses to written discovery requests it has issued to Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), to take the depositions of Aaron L. Wert and Riedesel, and to 
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obtain necessary affidavits from First American Title Company, Inc. and other parties regarding 
the facts necessary to oppose Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration. 
This Motion is based upon the Memorandum in Support and the Affidavit of Ryan T. 
McFarland, filed concurrently herewith. 
DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & H / LEY LLP 
d, ISB No. 7347 
laintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to each ofthe following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley,ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
~ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
:f1- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this Objection 
To Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's Motion To Shorten Time On Motion For Reconsideration. 
I. 
INTRODUCTION 
In this Court's January 25,2010, Memorandum Opinion (the "First Summary Judgment 
Decision"), this Court held, with respect to First Federal's quasi-estoppel defense, that it was an 
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open issue and would be set for trial. On April 7, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") mailed 
its Motion For Reconsideration (Riedesel's "Motion") on the issue of quasi-estoppel, and Motion 
For Order To Shorten Time For Hearing on Riedesel's Motion, to counsel for First Federal. 
Though styled a "Motion For Reconsideration," Riedesel's Motion is in substance a Motion for 
Summary Judgment; by styling it a "Motion For Reconsideration" and moving to shorten the 
time for hearing on Riedesel's Motion, Riedesel would deprive First Federal of the protections 
afforded by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Regardless of how Riedesel's Motion is styled, 
there are no efficiency gains to either the parties or the Court in hearing the Motion on April 19 
along with First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment: Riedesel's Motion is wholly 
irrelevant to First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment, and a determination on First 
Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment may render Riedesel's Motion moot, as well 
as any related preparation (including attendant attorneys' fees and costs) associated with 
preparing a substantive response to Riedesel's Motion. Riedesel, not the Court and not any other 
party, is the only player that stands to gain any advantage by having Riedesel's Motion heard on 
April 19, 2010, and that advantage is unfairly prejudicial to First Federal. 
II. 
ARGUMENT 
Riedesel's self-styled Motion For Reconsideration is in substance a Motion for Summary 
Judgment. By its Motion, Riedesel asks this Court to issue a ruling as a matter oflaw on one of 
First Federal's prevailing defenses. It is supported by affidavit, following the recent deposition 
of Jason Meyerhoeffer. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56( c) requires that motions for summary 
judgment be served at least 28 days before the hearing thereon, and permits parties opposing the 
motion at least 14 days to develop and file a response. Even rule 7(b)(3) requires that other 
motions be filed so that is received by the opposing party at least 14 days prior to the hearing. 
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• 
Riedesel served its Motion on First Federal by placing it in the mail on April 7. At best, it was 
received by opposing parties on April 8, 11 days prior to the hearing. The effect of such 
untimely filing is that First Federal is deprived of its rights under Idaho law and the rules ofthis 
Court to fully prepare and brief a response thereto. As set forth in First Federal's Rule 56(f) 
Motion For Continuance Of Hearing filed concurrently herewith, First Federal needs additional 
time to conduct discovery to adequately respond to Riedesel's Motion. By filing a Motion to 
Shorten Time on the hearing on Riedesel's Motion, and noticing the Motion to Shorten Time to 
be heard on the day that Riedesel would have its Motion heard, Riedesel has put both this Court 
and First Federal in an impossible position: if this Court should grant Riedesel's Motion to 
Shorten Time, First Federal will have been permanently deprived of its rights to prepare an 
adequate response. 
Riedesel claims that it is in the interest of "judicial economy" to hear its Motion at the 
same time as First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment, but Riedesel makes no 
effort to explain how judicial economy would be served by hearing both motions at the same 
time. In fact, judicial economy would not be served by hearing both motions at the same time. 
First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment is based on the narrow issue of whether 
Riedesel's Motion is facially valid, specifically, whether it complies with Idaho Code section 45-
507's verification requirement. Riedesel's Motion is entirely unrelated to that narrow question 
oflaw; instead, Riedesel's Motion asks this Court to (1) assume that Riedesel's Lien is valid, and 
(2) adjudicate complicated questions of fact and law regarding whether Riedesel is estopped 
from asserting priority over First Federal in the property at issue. Both the Court and all parties 
must prepare for two totally separate and unrelated issues, and, as to the more complex ofthe 
two, on a truncated schedule. Moreover, if this Court agrees that First Federal's Second Motion 
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For Summary Judgment is well-founded and grants First Federal summary judgment, both the 
Court and the parties will have wasted considerable energy on Riedesel's then-moot Motion. By 
hearing Riedesel's Motion separately from First Federal, in accordance with the Idaho Rules of 
Civil Procedure, there is no cost to the Court or parties in terms of judicial efficiency, and may 
be considerable savings. In summary, the only "gain" to be realized by hearing Riedesel's 
Motion on April 19, 2010, comes at the expense of First Federal's due process right to 
adequately respond to that Motion. Such a "gain" is not a benefit to the Court, and is unfairly 
prejudicial to First Federal. 
Conversely, Riedesel will not be prejudiced by this Court's denial of the Motion to 
Shorten Time. Before this Court can analyze the strength of First Federal's quasi-estoppel 
defense and Riedesel's Motion with respect to it, this Court must first determine whether 
Riedesel's Lien is even valid. If this Court grants First Federal's Second Motion For Summary 
Judgment, then Riedesel's Motion becomes moot, and Riedesel is not hurt by a denial of the 
Motion to Shorten Time. In fact, Riedesel itself would be saved the cost and expense of 
preparing for a hearing on a complex, moot motion. Even ifthe Court denies First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment, Riedesel is not prejudiced: both parties have an 
opportunity to fully brief the quasi-estoppel issue, this Court has ample opportunity to fully 
consider the evidence and briefing related to the quasi-estoppel issue, and Riedesel is able to get 
a well-supported decision on its Motion. In such event, Riedesel will not have been unfairly 
delayed, but will have only been made to comply with the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, which 
are designed to "secure the just, speedy, and inexpensive determination of every action and 
proceeding" for all parties. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 1 (a). 
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• • 
III. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, First Federal respectfully requests the Court deny Riedesel's 
Motion To Shorten Time to hear Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration. 
DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
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) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
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as successor by merger to PAGE 
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attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this Reply in 
Support of its Second Motion For Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel Engineering, 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
First Federal has established that it is entitled to summary judgment in this case by 
showing that Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s ("Riedesel") mechanic's lien at issue herein (the 
"Lien") is facially invalid, and therefore unenforceable and void as to First Federal's interest in 
the property because Riedesel failed to comply with Idaho's unambiguous and strictly-enforced 
statutory requirement that mechanic's liens be verified by the oath of the claimant. This 
statutory failure invalidates the Lien as a matter of law. Because Riedesel has failed to comply 
with the statutory requirements for valid lien creation, this Court should grant summary 
judgment in favor of First Federal as to its claim oflien priority over Riedesel, and leave 
Riedesel to pursue its breach of contract claims, if any, against Defendants Dallas Page, Anasazi 
Construction, LLC, and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. 
II. 
ARGUMENT 
A. First Federal Has Established It's Right To Summary Judgment. 
In establishing its right to summary judgment in this case, First Federal presented the 
following facts, which Riedesel does not dispute: 
• On July 24,2006 and September 13,2007, First Federal recorded mortgages 
against the Property in the amount of$715,162.00 and $1,128,187.00, respectively. 
• On October 27,2008, Riedesel filed its Lien as Instrument No. 2008-023351, 
Official Records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, against the Property, asserting a right to payment 
in the amount of$48,549.58, plus interest. 
• Riedesel's Lien contains an acknowledgement, but not a verification, as required 
under Idaho Code Sections 45-507 and 51-109, and under Idaho case law. 
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Next, First Federal set forth the well-established standard employed by Idaho courts in 
evaluating a motion for summary judgment, which, in summary, requires that once the moving 
party has established a lack of genuine issue of material fact, the nonmoving party is obligated to 
make a showing, via competent evidence, that a genuine issue of material fact does exist. The 
nonmoving party's obligation requires it to submit more than just conclusory assertions that an 
issue of material fact exists to establish a genuine issue: "a mere scintilla of evidence or only 
slight doubt as to the facts is not sufficient to create a genuine issue of material fact for purposes 
of summary judgment." Samuel v. Hepworth, Nungester & Lezamiz, Inc., 134 Idaho 84, 87, 996 
P.2d 303,306 (2000). In this case, Riedesel has not attempted to challenge the facts asserted by 
First Federal, or to dispute what the Lien actually says; instead, Riedesel argues for a different 
legal conclusion as to the validity of the Lien. This case is ripe for summary judgment as to the 
facial validity of the Lien. 
First Federal then cited to Idaho Code section 45-507, which requires that a mechanic's 
lien "must be verified by the oath of the claimant, his agent or attorney, to the effect that the 
affiant believes the same to be just" to be valid. 
First Federal also cited to other sections of the Idaho Code which address the verification 
requirement and which much be read together with section 45-507. See Oregon Shortline 
Railroad Co. v. Minidoka County, 28 Idaho 214, 218, 153 P. 424, 425 (1915) (holding that 
"where there is one statute dealing with one subject in general and comprehensive terms, and 
another dealing with the same subject in a more minute and definite way, the two should be read 
together and harmonized"). These Code sections include: 
• 18-5401, Idaho's perjury statute which defines "oath" as an administrative act 
performed on the affiant by one authorized by statute; 
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• 51-107, the statute which authorizes notaries public to administer oaths; 
• 51-1 09(4) which sets forth the necessary elements (and an example) of a 
verification under Idaho law, which include being sworn by the notary public; and 
• 55-71 0, which sets forth an example of an acknowledgement. 
First Federal then pointed out for the Court that Riedesel's Lien contains an 
acknowledgement, set forth in Idaho Code section 55-710, but does not contain a verification, as 
set forth in Idaho Code section 51-109(4) and as required by Idaho Code section 45-507. First 
Federal then cited this Court to the Idaho Court of Appeals decisions in Cornerstone Builders, 
Inc. v. McReynolds, 136 Idaho 843, 41 P.3d 271 (Ct. App. 2001), and Treasure Valley Plumbing 
and Heating, Inc. v. Earth Resources Co., 106 Idaho 920, 684 P.2d 322 (Ct. App. 1984), which 
are directly on point. Citing Treasure Valley, the Court held in Cornerstone that where a lien 
"conclude[s] with an acknowledgement paragraph," as Riedesel's Lien does, the lien "fail[s] to 
even substantially comply with the requirements ofLC. § 45-507 and [is] therefore invalid." 
Cornerstone, 41 P.3d at 274. To find otherwise would be to "effectively render the verification 
requirement ofLC. § 45-507 a nullity." !d. 
First Federal also pointed to a litany of decisions from other jurisdictions, including one 
on which the Court of Appeals relied in Treasure Valley, which also strictly uphold the 
verification requirement for mechanic's liens. See Garrett Building Centers, Inc. v. Hale, 623 
P.2d 570, 573 (N.M. 1981); H.A.MS. Co. Electric Contractors of Alaska, 563 P.2d 258 (Alaska 
1977); Bell and Zajicek, Inc. v. Heyward-Robinson Co., 23 Conn.Supp. 296,182 A.2d 339 
(1962); Hoffman v. Palm Springs, 169 Cal. App. 645, 337 P.2d 521,523 (1959). 
First Federal then showed that the Idaho court's strict application ofthe Idaho Code 
section 45-507's verification requirement is in harmony with Idaho's strict construction of the 
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procedural requirements for mechanic's liens generally. See, for example, Willes v. Palmer, 78 
Idaho 104, 298 P .2d 972 (1956) (strictly enforcing the six (6) month statutory period for 
enforcing a mechanic's lien), and Ashley Glass Company, Inc. v. Bithell, 123 Idaho 544, 850 
P.2d 193 (1993) (strictly enforcing the statutory requirement regarding timely service of a lien on 
an owner). 
Finally, First Federal pointed out that because it contains only an acknowledgement, not a 
verification, Riedesel's Lien is facially invalid, and Mr. Wert's self-serving statement that he was 
"first duly sworn" did not place him under oath, subject him to the penalty of perjury, and did not 
comply with Idaho Code section 45-507. 
B. Riedesel Has Presented This Court No Fact And No Law Which Would Prevent The 
Entry Of Summary Judgment In Favor Of First Federal. 
Riedesel cannot now change its Lien to comport with the requirements of Idaho Code 
section 45-507, and so, instead, Riedesel makes essentially two arguments which are insufficient 
to prevent entry of summary judgment in favor of First Federal, as follows: 
First, Riedesel argues, this Court has discretion to deny First Federal's Second Motion 
For Summary Judgment because it is a motion for reconsideration, and this Court should 
exercise that discretion because First Federal has waived any argument as to the validity of 
Riedesel's Lien. The Idaho Supreme Court recently addressed this argument in PHH Mortgage 
Services Corp. v. Perreira, 146 Idaho 631, 200 P.3d 1180 (2009). There, the district court 
granted summary judgment on August 23,2007, and thirteen days later, the defendant timely 
filed a Motion for Reconsideration, along with "three affidavits seeking to add new evidence to 
the record before the district court." Id., 146 Idaho at 634-35, 200 P.3d at 1183-84. The district 
court refused to admit the affidavits, and refused to reconsider its prior decision. Id. The Idaho 
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Supreme Court held that the district court's refusal to consider the new evidence filed in 
connection with the motion for reconsideration was "erroneous": 
The order granting [plaintiff s] motion for summary judgment was 
filed on August 23, 2007. . . . Because the order granting summary 
judgment was filed before the final judgment, it was an 
interlocutory order. ... The motion was timely under Rule 
11(a)(2)(B) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure for reconsidering 
an interlocutory order. If the [defendants} motion asked the 
district court to reconsider the order granting partial summary 
judgment, the court was required to consider the new evidence that 
was relevant to the summary judgment motion . ... 
[T} he district court should have considered the new facts with 
respect to the motion to reconsider the order granting summary 
judgment. The right to present new facts in support of a motion for 
reconsideration of an interlocutory order under Rule 11(a)(2)(B) is 
not lost by joining it with a motion to amend the findings of fact or 
conclusions of law under Rule 52(b). 
Id., 146 Idaho at 635-36,200 P.3d at 1184-85 (internal citations omitted) (emphasis added). 
To the extent this Court deems it necessary, this Court can consider First Federal's 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment a Motion for Reconsideration under Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 11(a)(2)(B). This Court's January 25,2010, Memorandum Opinion (the "First 
Summary Judgment Decision") is an interlocutory order, inasmuch as no final decision has been 
rendered in this case. If First Federa1's Second Motion for Summary Judgment is deemed a 
Motion for Reconsideration, the motion is timely filed, and this Court should consider First 
Federa1's new evidence: a certified copy of Riedesel's Lien. Until the Affidavit of Ryan T. 
McFarland was filed in this action on March 10,2010, a certified copy, as required by Idaho 
Rule of Civil Procedure 56(e), of Riedesel's Lien had not been provided to this Court. 
Should the Court deem this Second Motion for Summary Judgment a Motion to 
Reconsider, not only must this Court consider the new evidence submitted by First Federal, but 
the Court should exercise its discretion to reconsider because (1) the Motion is well-founded in 
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Idaho law, is meritorious, and should be decided on its merits; (2) Riedesel will not suffer any 
unfair prejudice, and (3) this Second Motion for Summary Judgment promotes judicial 
efficiency. First Federal retained new counsel in this matter on or about March 3, 2010, after this 
Court's First Summary Judgment Decision had already been issued. First Federal's new counsel 
worked diligently to prosecute this action and brought this Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment only one week later. Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment is brought 
prior to First Federal having conducted any discovery, prior to Riedesel having incurred costs in 
responding to any discovery, and before the trial of this matter has even been scheduled. This 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment does not unfairly prejudice Riedesel, and does not 
disrupt this Court's calendar; on the contrary, Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
potentially saves all parties and this Court significant expenses in tenns of time and cost. 
Riedesel cited to a number of cases in support of its argument that this Court should 
exercise its discretion to not reconsider its First Summary Judgment Decision, but none of those 
cases is controlling here. In Van v. PortneufMedical Center, 147 Idaho 552, 212 P.3d 982 
(2009) the trial court based its decision to deny reconsideration on the fact that the motion at 
issue was "unfounded." Id., 212 P.3d at 990. The Supreme Court affinned on the same grounds. 
The case of Hall v. Farmers Alliance Mutual Ins. Co., 145 Idaho 313, 179 P.3d 276 (2008) 
likewise involved an issue "not supported by propositions oflaw or authority." Id., 179 P.3d at 
286. Unlike Van and Hall, First Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment is well-
founded on uncontroverted Idaho case law. 
Grant v. St. James Mining Co., Ltd., 33 Idaho 221, 191 P. 359 (1920), USA Fertilizer, 
Inc. v. Idaho First National Bank, 120 Idaho 271,815 P.2d 469 (Ct. App. 1991), and Wheeler v. 
Ralph, 4 Wash. 617, 30 P. 709 (1892), cited by Riedesel, are also inapplicable: they all stand for 
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the proposition that the appellate courts will not address allegations as to the validity of the lien 
on appeal where "No issue was raised on this point, nor was any motion or objection made 
raising it upon the trial of the cause." Grant, 191 P. at 359. By the Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment, First Federal is raising the issue of the facial validity of Riedesel's Lien well before 
appeal, and well before the as-yet-unscheduled trial ofthis action. 
Similarly, in the Ohio case of Rose v. National Mutual Ins. Co., 134 Ohio App.3d 229, 
730 N.E.2d 1014 (Ct. App. 1999), the case had been pending three years, the trial court had 
entered judgment, and a portion of that judgment had been taken up on appeal before the motion 
to reconsider was filed; even then, the Ohio Court addressed and rejected the merits ofthe 
defendant's arguments on its Motion to Reconsider. This instant case is still in relative infancy: 
no judgment has been entered, no appeal has been taken, and no trial has even been scheduled. 
This Court should address the merits of First Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment. 
Second, Riedesel argues that Riedesel's Lien is valid because Aaron L. Wert was duly 
sworn. At best, this argument misunderstands what it means to be "sworn." The fact that Mr. 
Wert signed the Lien before a notary public, a person authorized to administer oaths, does not 
mean that any oath was administered, and does not mean that the Lien is verified by the oath of 
the claimant. By statute, not all acts or words signed before a notary are verifications. See, for 
example, the form of acknowledgement (as contained on Riedesel's Lien) identified by Idaho 
Code section 55-710. For a person to be "sworn," that person must be placed under oath by one 
authorized. The notary public who acknowledged the Lien did not place Mr. Wert under oath; 
just as Mr. Wert is not subject to Idaho's perjury laws in connection with the Lien because no 
oath was administered, so the Lien is not verified by the oath of the claimant. 
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Riedesel attempts to distinguish this case from the controlling Idaho appellate decisions, 
but Riedesel's effort fails. This case is substantively indistinguishable from Cornerstone 
Builders, Inc. v. McReynolds, 136 Idaho 843, 41 P.3d 271 (Ct. App. 2001); consider: 
• "The sole issue" in Cornerstone, as in this Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment, was "whether Cornerstone's claims oflien complied with the verification requirement 
ofLC. § 45-507." Id., 41 P.3d at 272. As First Federal argues here, the trial court granted 
summary judgment against the lien claimant because "Cornerstone's claim oflien did not strictly 
comply with the requirements ofLC. § 51-109(4) and therefore did not substantially comply with 
LC. § 45-507." Id. The Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court's decision. Id., at 275. 
• The lien claimant in Cornerstone, like Riedesel here, purported to put himself 
under oath: "Cornerstone asks us to declare that the words 'duly sworn' at the beginning of the 
lien" substantially complies with Idaho Code section 45-507. !d., at 274. The Court of Appeals 
held that "such a conclusion would effectively render the verification requirement of LC. § 45-
507 a nUllity." Id. 
• The lien in Cornerstone, like Riedesel's Lien here, "concluded with an 
acknowledgement paragraph" which stated "that [the lien claimant] personally appeared before a 
notary, proved that he was who he said he was, and swore that he executed the document in his 
authorized capacity." Id. "Such language," the Court of Appeals held, "does not fulfill the 
requirement ofLC. § 45-507 that the claims be verified by the oath of the claimant ... to the 
effect that the affiant believes the same to be true and just. We hold that Cornerstone's claims of 
lien fail to even substantially comply with the requirements ofLC. § 45-507 and are therefore 
invalid." Id. 
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Riedesel attempts to argue that the inclusion of the words "true" and just" by the lien 
claimant in Treasure Valley Plumbing, and the absence of those words in Cornerstone are the 
difference between a valid and an invalid lien, and that the inclusion of the magic words "true" 
and "just" make Riedesel's Lien valid. This argument shows that it is Riedesel, not First 
Federal, who is exalting form over substance. The act of being sworn by a notary authorized to 
administer oaths is the "substance" of a verification - it is what subjects the affiant to the penalty 
of perjury and is what makes a verification a verification. 
Riedesel's argument regarding the import of the words "true" and 'just" also misreads 
the Idaho case law. The notary certificate on the lien at issue in Treasure Valley Plumbing 
contained "not merely a corporate acknowledgement but also a statement [by the notary] that the 
corporation's president 'did subscribe and swear to' the lien claim before the notary." Treasure 
Valley Plumbing, 684 P.2d at 324. The reason the lien in Treasure Valley Plumbing was held 
valid was because the notary certified that the lien claimant was sworn; the reason the lien was 
held invalid in Cornerstone was specifically because it did not contain such a certification by the 
notary. Cornerstone, at 274. In Cornerstone, the Court of Appeals analyzed the notary's 
certificate in Treasure Valley Plumbing, including the notary's statement that the lien claimant 
"did subscribe and swear to the [lien] before me and in my presence," (see Treasure Valley 
Plumbing, 684 P.2d at 324; Cornerstone, 41 P.3d at 274) and then held that "the claims oflien 
in this case [Cornerstone] do not contain any verification even remotely similar to that in 
Treasure Valley." Cornerstone, 41 P.3d at 274. It is the notary's certificate, not the lien 
claimant's use of the words 'just" and "true" that make all the difference. Riedesel's Lien is not 
verified by the notary, and is not a valid lien under Idaho law. 
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Riedesel would have this Court reject the controlling Idaho case law directly on point in 
this case and rely instead on Dalbey Bros. Lumber Co. j 234 Iowa 151, 12 N.W.2d (1943). 
Notwithstanding the obvious fact that the Iowa decision is not precedent for this Court's 
overruling the recent Idaho appellate decisions on point, the Iowa case is simply not applicable. 
In that case, the notary included both a verification and an acknowledgement certificate on the 
lien, but neglected to sign the verification certificate. In those unusual - and here, inapplicable -
circumstances, the Iowa court found that the lien was verified. Riedesel's lien does not even 
contain a notary's unexecuted verification certificate. It contains only an acknowledgement, and 
under Cornerstone and Treasure Valley Plumbing, Riedesel's Lien is invalid. 
Finally, Riedesel points to BMC West Corp. v. Horkley, 144 Idaho 890, 174 P.3d 399 
(2007) in support of its claim that Idaho Code section 45-507 does not require compliance with 
the Idaho Notary Public Act. Riedesel misreads BMC West, which in fact stands for the position 
that the Idaho Supreme Court, like the Court of Appeals, interprets the verification requirement 
to mean that the lien claimant be sworn by a notary. The Idaho Supreme Court recognized that, 
though the lien claimant typed her name on the lien instead of signing, the lien claimant "was 
'sworn upon oath' by a notary public." Id., 174 P.3d at 406. The Supreme Court held that 
"[b ]ecause [the lien claimant] was given an oath by a notary public" the "verification was not 
defective." Id. Because Mr. Wert was not sworn, i.e., was not "given an oath" by a notary 
public, the verification ofthe Riedesel Lien is defective: the Riedesel Lien is not verified and is 
facially invalid. 
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III. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons stated herein, and in the Memorandum in Support of First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment, First Federal respectfully requests that this Court grant 
summary judgment in favor of First Federal as against Riedesel. 
DATEDTHIS q!1- day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of lWIn Falls· State of Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(f) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING 
ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING-1 
30470.0177.1875631.1 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of'~wit.CYlS' ("First Federal") Rule 56(f) Motion 
Ms~W"~1 ~ 
For A Continuance Of Hearing watrfi:ted.with the Courkand a hearing was held thereon on April _ 
~eo,... ~. Based on..t gmnent~ presented to the Court at the hearing, the COM'S tile il.l this ... 
l'Hattet, and good cause appearing therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that First Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of 
Hearing is GRANTED. First Federal shall file an opposition to Defendant Riedesel Engineering, 
ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 2 
30470.0177.1875631.1 
000554
• 
/;.; A-a£l~ 
Inc.'s Moti~n ~or Reconsideration, including any affidavits in opposition, O~6I beMIe 
IN ,(.J 1tt.£f',J;b . QQ. l:. ft· I . 
......-- , 10. TIps date may Qe @Kt@E: edy sttl'1:l Ml"n "he patnes, or upon a: :n6wmg 
of .§66el eatTSe. Riedesel Engineering, Inc. shall schedule a hearing on its Motion For 
Reconsideration after First Federal's opposition is filed with the Court. 
DATED THIS I~f April, 2010. 
ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 3 
30470.0177.1875631.1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE 
OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
[Attorneys for First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls] 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.954.5236 
~U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the Court 
~~ 
ORDER GRANTING RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 4 
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• • 
DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THl:Dunty of TWIn Falf •• Staftl of Idaho 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
9 2010 
Judge: Randy J. Stoker Courtroom # 2 By---/4I'-----
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen DeputyC1e1i< 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
Hearing: MO-HOh .An.-SUrn!!l4!J J ~nud--
--- . 
(/o;50~tv""~ a,.khJfvtlrd; /1u. !J~~. 
{)At, Ik..J~ pl!vJW-ti Wldb.f.t2d~ 
- (! fU.U.f- if':#'1n-uL ~ i dat.t.6/=1Ibt tUlUUL Jk 
tM.!6'nt ; /&.' ?~ Ii k ~Ifi.~ -M. tu~ j 
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jJJ
0~tv~ Itr Jrd·fvtI~,
/uJl b.£. ~
L 
(IISTRfCi COURT 
TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 APR 19 PH~: 35 
BY-_L __ _ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE CLERK 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS __ OEPUTY 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) 
) NOTICE AND AGREEMENT RE: 
) PURCHASE OF AUDIO 
) RECORDING 
______ D~ef~e~nd_a~n~t(~s~). ____________________ ) 
NOTICE AND AGREEMENT RE: PURCHASE OF AUDIO RECORDING OF 
MAGISTRATE AND/OR DISTRICT COURT PROCEEDINGS 
Date(s) of Proceedings Purchased: 1-11-2010 and 4-19-2010 
Pursuant to Idaho Court Administrative Rule 27(d) and (e), I acknowledge and 
agree that I am NOT AUTHORIZED and WILL NOT CITE to this recording as 
evidence in a legal proceeding; that only an official transcript as defined in the 
DATED: ____ ~~~~~ ____________ __ 
NAME: ~~~~~~ ______ ~~ ____ __ 
SIGNED:~~ ______ ~L-____________ _ 
Representing ( ap . able) the Law Firm of: a~ l!\9f(M ~"ic . ~ W 
000558
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
a a = 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION -1 
000559
• 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
-----------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That Riedesel Engineering, Inc. will bring its Motion for 
Reconsideration before the Honorable Randy J. Stoker in the District Courtroom of the Twin Falls 
County Courthouse, Twin Falls, Idaho, on the 17th day of May, 2010 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon 
thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
DATED this 19th day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~ 
DaVId . 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION -2 
000560
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 19th day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland ['1-.J U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 D(J Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law EiJ U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP ['J.J U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION -3 
000561
• • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; ~d RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
------------------------------') 
Case No.: CV 2009-489 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S 
SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 000562
• • 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Third-party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing ) 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS I-XV ) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
This matter came before the Court on Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment on 
April 19, 2010. Having reviewed the record, specifically including the record of the hearing held 
January 11, 2010, and having considered the pleadings, motions, and memoranda on file and the 
oral argument of the parties, the Court hereby finds, in accordance with its ruling at the hearing on 
April 19, 2010, that Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls waived any and all 
objections and arguments with regard to the validity of Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's claim of lien by 
virtue of Plaintiff's counsel's statements at the hearing held January 11, 2010. Accordingly, 
Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment is DENIED. 
The Court confirms its findings and conclusions set forth in its Memorandum Opinion Re 
Cross Motions for Summary Judgment. This matter shall be set for trial before the Court without a 
jury on the sole issue of Plaintiff's Third Affirmative Defense (now quasi-estoppel). 
DATED this]l:day of April, 2010. 
TheHo 
District 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 000563
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of April, 2010, she caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
~J 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] [vf 
[ ] 
[ ] 
~k 
[ ] 
[ ] 
~J 
[ ] 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 954-5223 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
B~lluifpJ 
Deputy erk 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 3 000564
• 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 1 wlW~l~IEl COURT 
FllEbO .• IDAHO 
2010 APR 22 PH 4: 18 
BY_ 
'",)1 CLERK-~----...:)q:.f-~_DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE 
) ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_£_en_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 1 
000565
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel Engineering, Inc., 
by and through its counsel of record, Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.C., and, pursuant to Rule 
26(c)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and in accordance with the Court's Memorandum 
Opinion Re Cross Motions for Summary Judgment, hereby moves this Court for the entry of a 
protective order limiting the scope of discovery of First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First 
Federal"), including, but not limited to, written discovery and matters inquired into at deposition, to 
facts that directly pertain to First Federal's Third Affirmative Defense of quasi-estoppel. 
This motion is based upon the Court's record and the Affidavit of David W. Gadd in 
Support of Motion for Protective Order, filed contemporaneously herewith. 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 000566
• • 
Dated this 22nd day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY ___ ~~i A~ .. D~·=.-G-A-D-D-------------
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 22nd day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland [X] U.S. Mail 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [X] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 000567
• 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.c. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 1 w/~~l~fl ggUfn 
FILED .• IDAHO 
2010 APR 22 PH 4: 19 
BY_ 
----- CL£~· 
----'?L f(n 
V~DEP{JrY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
) SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaim~t, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefend~t, ) 
------------------~---------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claim~t, 
) 
) 
) 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 1 000568
• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, and hereby 
moves this court for an Order shortening the required period for notice of hearing on Riedesel's 
Motionfor Protective Order and allowing Riedesel's motion to be heard on May 3,2010. 
This motion is based upon the Court's recent confirmation of its findings and conclusions 
set forth in its Memorandum Opinion Re Cross Motions for Summary Judgment, and the May 9, 
2010, deadline to respond to Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' First Set of 
Requests for Production to Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
Dated this 22nd day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By ~~DD 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 2 000569
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 22nd day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland [X] U.S. Mail 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [X] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 3 000570
• 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• DISTRICT COURT 1 WIN FAllS CO .• IDAHO 
FILED 
2013 APR 22 PH 4: '8 
8Y ______ _ 
c:j Cl£RK-' 
----::4}----0EPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; Md RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD 
) IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
) PROTECTIVE ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_re_n_d_M_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------
AFFIDAVIT OF DA YID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 1 000571
 
----
-7-- -0EPU
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
-----------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I, David W. Gadd, being first duly sworn, do state as follows: 
• 
1. I am an attorney of record for defendant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation ("Riedesel"), in the above-entitled matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my 
own personal knowledge, information and belief. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' First Set of Requests for Production to 
Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., dated April 9, 2010. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 000572
----- ----- -----
• • 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Aaron L. Wert, dated April 9, 2010. 
Dated this 22nd day of April, 2010. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 000573
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 22nd day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland [X] U.S. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [X] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP [X] U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 4 000574
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
CO:MMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
» ) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS 
BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST SET OF 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO 
DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK. OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGI}·,rEERlNG, INC. - 1 
30470.0177 .1875903.1 
000575
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• 
Counterdefendant. ) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
TO: DEFENDANT RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. AND ITS ATTORNEYS OF 
RECORD 
page If 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, hereby requests that you serve a 
written response to the following discovery within thirty (30) days after service pursuant to Rule 
34 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BAJ-...-X OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 2 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
A. When answering these requests for production ("Discovery Requests"), you are 
requested to furnish all infonnation available to you, including infonnation in the possession of 
your attorneys, investigators, employees, officers, directors, agents, representatives, spouse, or 
any other person or persons acting on your behalf, and not merely such infonnation as is known 
by you on personal knowledge. 
B. If you cannot answer any of the following Discovery Requests in full after 
exercising due diligence to secure the information to do so, so state and answer to the extent 
possible, specifying your inability to answer the remainder, and stating whatever information or 
knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portions. 
C. Each Discovery Request is intended to, and does, request that each and every, all 
and singular, the particulars and parts thereof, be answered with the same force and effect as if 
each part and particular were the subject of and were asked by a separate Discovery Request. 
D. Pursuant to the provisions of I.R.C.P. 26(e), these Discovery Requests are deemed 
continuing discovery requests and your answers thereto are to be supplemented as additional 
information and knowledge becomes available or known to you. 
E. If any information, document or portions thereof which is responsive to any 
Discovery Request herein, is or will be withheld from production, inspection, copying, or 
answering (whether because it is claimed to be work product, communication from attorney to 
client, or is entitled to be withheld for any other reason), please fully identify such document, a 
portion thereof, and your response, a..T1d fully state in your response the reason it is or will be 
withheld. In addition, if any document is practically impossible of production, inspection or 
copying, please fully identify such document and reasons for the practical impossibility. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 3 
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DEFIl""ITIONS 
As used throughout these Discovery Requests: 
A. The term "document" shall mean and include any kind of written, printed, typed 
or graphic matter of any kind or nature, however produced or reproduced, including but without 
limitation, all mechanical and electronic sound recordings or transcripts thereof, papers, 
agreements, contracts, notes, memoranda, correspondence, letters, telegrams, statements, 
canceled checks, books, reports, studies, minutes, records, accounting books, maps, plans, 
drawings, diagrams, photographs, analyses, or studies, whether in your possession or under your 
control or not, relating or pertaining in any way to the subject matters in connection with which it 
is used, and includes, but without limitation, originals, all file copies, and all other copies no 
matter how or by whom prepared, and all drafts prepared in connection with such writings, 
whether used or not. 
B. The term "electronic data" means and refers to all e-mails, pdf files, Word files, 
Excel files, data files, and any other type of information or data that is or can be stored in 
electronic form on a computer, and the meta data relating thereto. 
C. The term "identify" when referring to an individual, corporation or other entity 
shall mean to set forth: 
1. The name; 
2. Present or last known address; 
3. If a corporation, the principal place of business; 
4. If an individual, his or her present employer and his or her job title, both 
presently and at all times referred to in the specific interrogatories or request for production of 
documents. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
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D. The tenn "identify" when referring to a conversation means to state with respect 
to that conversation the date, the participants, the place and the substance of the conversation. 
E. The tenn "identify" when referring to a document means to state with respect 
thereto: 
1, Its title or other designation; 
2. The name of the person who prepared it; 
3, The name of the person who signed it or over whose name it was issued; 
4. The name of each person to whom it was addressed or distributed; 
5. The nature and substance of the document with sufficient particularity to 
enable it to be subpoenaed; 
6. Its date or, if it bears no date, the date on which it was prepared; 
7. Its physical location and the name and home and business address of its 
custodian; and 
8. Whether it will be voluntarily made available for inspection and copying. 
In lieu of the identification required by subparts 1-8 above, you may attach a legible copy 
of the document to your answers to these interrogatories if your answer to the particular 
interrogatory and subpart thereof: (a) is sufficient to enable a reader thereof to detennine which 
document or documents are referred to by your answ'er, and (b) contains all information 
requested by subparts 1-8 above, not contained in the document itself. 
F. The terms "he," "him," or "his" shall refer to persons of either sex, as appropriate. 
G. The terms "you" and "your" refer to Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel") and Riedesel's agents, employees, representatives, investigators, consultants, and 
attorneys. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFE1\TDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 5 
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H. The tenn "Lien" means and refers to the Notice Of Claim Of Labor And 
Materialman's Lien at issue in this action, recorded by Riedesel on October 27,2008, as 
Instrument No. 2008-023351, Official Records of Twin Falls County, Idaho. 
I. The tenn "Property" means and refers to the property at issue in this lawsuit, 
against which Riedesel claims its Lien attaches. 
J. The term "Complaint" means and refers to the Complaint filed by First Federal in 
this action on January 26,2009, in the above-captioned matter. 
K. The tenn "Counterclaim" means and refers to the Counterclaim and Cross-Claim 
and Third Party Complaint filed by Riedesel in this action and dated April 6, 2009 in the above-
captioned matter. 
L. The tenn "Answer" means and refers to the Answer filed by Riedesel in this 
action and dated March 18, 2009 in the above-captioned matter. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1: Each and every document and electronic data 
in your possession or control which relates to the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2: Each and every document and electronic data 
that relates to the Lien. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3: Each and every document and electronic data 
that you contend constitutes written authorization by the owner of the Property for you to begin 
or perfonn work on the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4: Each and every document and electronic data 
that relates to the amount currently owed by anyone to Riedesel for work done on the Property 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. - 6 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.5: Any and all electronic data and documents, 
including but not limited to, all notes, memoranda, deeds, conveyances, correspondence, 
memoranda, e-mail, contracts, negotiations, requests for infonnation or clarification, requests for 
proposal, architect's supplemental instructions, construction logs, diaries, progress repolis, daily 
reports, change orders, submittals, specifications, recommendations, bids, budgets, estimates, 
drawings, sketches, prints, maps, charts, shop drawings, calculations, notices, payments, time 
cards, payroll records, job cost reports, accounting records, financial statements, bond or 
insurance records, invoices, calendars, appointment books, telephone logs, trip tickets, demands, 
and drafts of any of the foregoing, that you contend evidence, relate to, or support the basis for 
the Counterclaim. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: Any and all electronic data and documents, 
including but not limited to, all notes, memoranda, deeds, conveyances, correspondence, 
memoranda, e-mail, contracts, negotiations, requests for infonnation or clarification, requests for 
proposal, architect's supplemental instructions, construction logs, diaries, progress repmis, daily 
reports, change orders, submittals, specifications, recommendations, bids, budgets, estimates, 
drawings, sketches, prints, maps, charts, shop drawings, calculations, notices, payments, time 
cards, payroll records, job cost reports, accounting records, financial statements, bond or 
insurance records, invoices, calendars, appointment books, telephone logs, trip tickets, demands, 
and drafts of any of the foregoing, that you contend evidence, relate to, or support the basis for 
the Lien. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: Each and every document, electronic data, or 
tangible thing you intend to introduce into evidence at the trial of this matter. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RIEDESEL 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.8: The complete file of any expert retained by you 
for this litigation and expected to testify at trial, including all bills, correspondence, emaiis, 
drafts, notes, research documents, electronic data, materials relied upon, and each report of the 
expert's findings, opinions or conclusions thereon. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: Each and every document, electronic data, or 
tangible thing which will be relied upon by any witness, expert or otherwise, or which you intend 
to use at the trial of this matter. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1 0: All work papers, notes, e-mails, electronic 
data, correspondence, calculations, reports, graphs, photographs, videotapes and all other 
documents or tangible things reviewed by and/or produced by any expert witness you have 
retained for the purpose of testifying in this action. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: All work papers, notes and/or other 
documents or tangible things in the files of any expert witness who may testify, or in the files of 
any expert witness who has or will issue a written report, which is or will be relied upon andlor 
reviewed in whole or in part by a testifying expert or opinion witness. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: All documents and electronic data that 
evidence any communications between the parties to the above-captioned lawsuit. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: All communications between the parties 
involved in any way with the improvement, repair or alteration ofthe Property, or their 
representatives (including owners, developers, lenders, architects, contractors, engineers, design 
consultants, testing laboratories, manufacturers, experts, schedulers, subcontractors materials 
providers and equipment suppliers) relating to any improvement, repair or alteration of the 
Property, including but not limited to, documents prepared by the responding party or obtained 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERA.L SAVINGS BAN1< OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
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by the responding party from other entities or individuals involved in the improvement, repair or 
alteration of the Property, correspondence, memoranda, e-mail, contracts, negotiations, requests 
for information or clarification, requests for proposal, architect's supplemental instructions, 
construction logs, diaries, progress reports, daily reports, change orders, submittals, 
specifications, recommendations, bids, budgets, estimates, drawings, sketches, prints, maps, 
charts, shop drawings, calculations, notices, payments, time cards, payroll records, job cost 
reports, accounting records, financial statements, bond or insurance records, invoices, calendars, 
appointment books, telephone logs, trip tickets, demands, and drafts of any of the foregoing. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: All electronic data, memoranda, notes, phone 
logs, construction logs, progress reports, job reports, meeting minutes, journals and diaries, or 
other documents evidencing or relating to each oral communication concerning the subject 
matter of this action and made by, sent to, or received by any party to this above-captioned 
lawsuit or the representative of any party. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15: Each sound recording related to the subject 
matter of this action which is or purports to be a sound recording of anything said by a party to 
this above-captioned lawsuit, the representative of any party, or any person having or purporting 
to have knowledge of the facts of this action. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: All electronic data and documents concerning 
communications between you or your agents and any person or entity that in any way relate to, 
refer to, or are the subject of any of the claims set forth in the Complaint, regardless of whether 
said communications were written or oral or otherwise, and whether said communications were 
made prior to, contemporaneously with, or after the alleged incidents which are the subject of 
any of the claims or defenses set forth in the Complaint or Counterclaim on file in this case. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BAl\i"K OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17: All documents and electronic data concerning 
communications between you or your agents and any person or entity that in any way relate to, 
refer to, or are the subject of any of the claims or defenses set forth in the Counterclaim or 
Answer on file in this case, regardless of whether said communications were written or oral or 
otherwise, and whether said communications were made prior to, contemporaneously with, or 
after the alleged incidents which are the subject of any of the claims or defenses set forth in the 
Answers on file in this case. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18: Your complete file related to the Property, 
including, without limitation, all electronic data and all documents prepared by the responding 
party or obtained by the responding party from other entities or individuals involved in the 
improvement, repair or alteration of the Property, correspondence, notes, memoranda, e-mail, 
contracts, plans, specifications, negotiations, requests for infonnation or clarification, requests 
for proposal, architect's supplemental instructions, construction logs, diaries, progress reports, 
daily reports, change orders, submittals, specifications, recommendations, bids, budgets, 
estimates, pennits, drawings, sketches, prints, maps, charts, shop drawings, calculations, notices, 
payments, time cards, payroll records, job cost reports, accounting records, financial statements, 
bond or insurance records, invoices, calendars, appointment books, telephone logs, trip tickets, 
demands, pleadings, and drafts of any of the foregoing. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19: All invoices and any other documents and 
electronic data generated by you regarding any work done on or labor or materials furnished to 
the Property, including, without limitation, invoices, receipts, letters, correspondence, and any 
notes and memoranda of oral conversations. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20: All documents and electronic data you 
contend constitute any written contract between you and any party with respect to the Property, 
including, \vithout limitation, any exhibits, any documents incorporated by reference in the 
contract, any side agreements, and any notes, memoranda or writings which reflect any oral 
portions of the contract. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21: All documents and electronic data you 
contend constitute, evidence, or in any manner relate to any oral tenns of any contract between 
you and any party with respect to the Property, including, without limitation, any exhibits, any 
documents, any side agreements, and any notes, memorandum, or writings which reflect any oral 
portions of the contract. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22: All drafts of any contract between you and 
any party with respect to the Property circulated for review prior to the finalization and execution 
of the contract, including, without limitation, letters, drafts, inserts, correspondence, and notes. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23: All documents and electronic data that 
evidence or in any manner relate to any equipment purchased in connection with your work on 
the Property, including, without limitation, purchase orders, receipts, invoices, confinnations, 
brochures, marketing materials, correspondence, and notes and memoranda of oral 
conversations. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24: All documents and electronic data that 
evidence or in any manner relate to any supplies purchased in connection with your work on the 
Property, including, without limitation, purchase orders, receipts, invoices, confinnations, 
correspondence, and notes and memoranda of oral conversations. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERf\L SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25: All documents and electronic data that 
evidence or in any manner relate to any materials purchased in connection with your work on the 
Property, including, without limitation, purchase orders, receipts, invoices, confinnations, 
correspondence, and notes and memoranda of oral conversations. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26: All subcontracts entered into in connection 
with your performance of any contract related to the Property, without limitation, agreements, 
contracts, subcontracts, exhibits, addendums, memoranda, confinnations, correspondence, and 
notes and memoranda of oral conversations. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27: All documents and electronic data that in any 
manner evidence or relate to the performance of any subcontracts entered into by you in 
connection with your perfonnance of any contract related to the Property, including, without 
limitation, invoices, bills, progress reports, lien releases, lien waivers, letters, correspondence, 
and notes and memoranda of oral conversations. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28: All documents and electronic data that 
evidence or in any manner relate to any work performed by any subcontractor on the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 29: All internal memoranda, correspondence, 
electronic data or other documents prepared by you or prepared for you and used in connection 
with scheduling, monitoring, reviewing or in any manner perfonning or supervising the 
perfonnance of any contract related to the Property. 
REQlTEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30: All interoffice notes, memoranda, directives, 
calculation sheets, notes, minutes of meetings, worksheets, transmittals, correspondence and any 
other document concerning the improvement, repair or alteration of the Property, whether 
authored by or received by you. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODlTTION NO. 31: All bids you prepared in relation to the 
improvement, repair or alteration of the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32: All electronic data and documents relating in 
any way to any bid or proposal you prepared in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration 
of the Property, including, but not limited to, work sheets, bids, estimates, subcontractor bids, 
and projecUbid analysis, and including manhour and cost projections. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33: All bids and/or estimates you received or 
obtained from subcontractors in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration of the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34: All bids and/or estimates you received or 
obtained from materials providers in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration of the 
Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35: All bids andlor estimates you received or 
obtained from equipment suppliers in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration of the 
Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36: All bids andlor estimates you received or 
obtained from roofing subcontractors in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration of the 
Property. 
REQlJEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37: All subcontractor or third party bids andlor 
estimates you relied upon in preparing any bid relating to the improvement, repair or alteration of 
the Property. 
REQ1JEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38: All documents and electronic data which 
contain your financial data pertaining to the Property, including, but not limited to: 
a. Job cost accounting records; 
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b. "In-house" financial records and audits pertaining to job costs; 
c. Independent audit records; 
d. Main office job charge records; and 
e. Job site office job charge records. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39: All photographs pertaining to the Property 
taken prior to and/or during construction, together with any index, key or other document 
disclosing the date on which the photographs were taken, by whom, and other related details. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40: All videos pertaining to the Property taken 
prior to and/or during construction, together with any index, key or other document disclosing 
the date on which the videos, films and videotapes were taken, by whom, and other related 
details. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41: All documents and electronic data that in any 
manner evidence or relate to payments made to you in connection with the Property, including, 
without limitation, monthly or periodic requisitions; invoices, certifications, statements or bills 
from the subcontractors and from you, and any and all schedules of values. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42: All documents and electronic data that in any 
manner evidence or relate to payments made on your behalf in connection with the Property, 
including, without limitation, monthly or periodic requisitions, invoices, certifications, 
statements or bills from the subcontractors and from you, and any and all schedules of values. 
REQT..TEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43: All documents and electronic data that in any 
manner evidence or relate to payments made by you in connection with the Property, including, 
without limitation, monthly or periodic requisitions, invoices, certifications, statements or bills 
from the subcontractors and from you, and any and all schedules of values. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44: All change orders, field orders, work orders 
and proposals for changes in the work on the Property, and any documents and electronic data 
related thereto, whether or not approved or made a part of any contract related the Property and 
whether or not actually perfom1ed on the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45: All documents or drawings depicting or 
purporting to depict "as-built" conditions for the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46: All daily reports, field reports, logs, records, 
diaries or other documents reflecting the progress, conditions, and activities on the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4 7: All reports, memoranda, records, and other 
documents concerning visits or inspections by you and your agents and representatives to the 
Property, including, without limitation, travel receipts. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48: All logs andlor chronological listings of 
correspondence and/or memoranda relating to the improvement, repair or alteration of the 
Property that are maintained by you, your employees, representatives, agents or subcontractors. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49: All electronic data and documents relating in 
any way to the any work you, or your employees, representatives, agents or subcontractors 
performed in relation to the improvement, repair or alteration of the Property. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50: All electronic data and documents relating to 
the procurement, fabrication and delivery of material and equipment to the Property. 
REQlJEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51: All internal memoranda, telephone call 
records, diaries, reports, files or records, relating to the Property. 
PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 52: All documents relating in any way to the 
improvement, repair or alteration of the Property and/or involvement by you, your employees, 
representatives, agents or subcontractors therein. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53: All documents, including but not limited to 
certificates of mailing, certified letter receipts, and postage receipts that evidence or relate to 
your contention that you served a true and correct copy of the Lien on the owner or reputed 
owner of the Property pursuant to Idaho Code Section 45-507. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 54: Any and all notes, memoranda, deeds, 
conveyances, electronic data or other documents that you contend evidence, relate to, or support 
the basis for the Complaint, Answer, Counterclaim, or Lien. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55: Each and every document, electronic data or 
tangible thing which will be relied upon by any witness, expert or otherwise, or which you intend 
to use at the trial of this matter. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56: Each memorandum, electronic data or other 
writing, including, but not limited to, phone logs, evidencing or relating to each oral 
communication concerning the subject matter of this action and made by, sent to, or received by 
any party to this above-captioned lawsuit or the representative of any party. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57: All documents or electronic data which relate 
to or evidence the appraised value of the Property, or the amount you think the Property is worth. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58: All documents or electronic data which relate 
to or evidence any correspondence or other communication bet\.veen you and First American 
Title Company, Inc. or any of its agents. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59: All documents or electronic data which relate 
to or evidence that you were licensed as required by Idaho law to perfonn work on the Property. 
DATED THIS q ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
arland, ISB No. 7347 
for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this q~day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFF FIRST TEDERAL SAVINGS Bk'OC OF TWIN FALLS' 
FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT RlEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ill 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSER VY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterclaim ant, 
vs. 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO 
AARON L. WERT 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO AARON L. WERT - 1 j~IT 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
THE STATE OF IDAHO TO: 
Aaron L. Wert 
Secretary-Treasurer 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
YOU ARE COMMANDED: 
• 
[ x ] to appear at the place, date and time specified below to testify in the above 
case. 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO AARON L. WERT - 2 
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• • 
to appear at the place, date and time specified below to testify at the taking of a 
deposition in the above referenced case. 
[ X] to produce or permit inspection and copying of the following documents or 
objects, including electronically stored information, at the place, date and time 
specified below: 
All records in your possession or control pertaining to the Notice Of Claim Of 
Labor And Materialman's Lien at issue in this action (the "Lien"), recorded by 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") on October 27, 2008, as Instrument No. 
2008-023351, Official Records of Twin Fa])s County, Idaho. 
All records in your possession or control or pertaining to the Property at issue in the 
lawsuit (the "Property"), against which Riedesel claims its Lien attaches. 
All records in your possession or control which pertain to your correspondence or 
communication with any person, including, without limitation, First Federal 
Savings Bank Of Twin Falls and First American Title Company, Inc. concerning the 
Property. 
[ ] to permit inspection of the following premises at the date and time specified. 
PLACE DATE AND TIME: Twin Falls County Courthouse, 427 Shoshone St. N., Twin 
Falls, Idaho on Monday, May 24, 2010, at the hour of 10:00 a.m. 
You are further notified that if you fail to appear at the place and time specified above, or 
to produce or permit copying or inspection as specified above that you may be held in contempt 
of court and that the aggrieved party may recover from you the sum of $1 00 and all damages 
which the party may sustain by your failure to comply with this subpoena. 
BY ORDER OF THE COURT. 
DATED THIS q m-- day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
347 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR mE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~ 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA - 1 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF 
SUBPOENA 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------~) 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
David Gadd of the firm Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, PLLC, attorneys for Defendant 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. in the above-captioned action and for Aaron Wert ("Wert"), hereby 
accepts and acknowledges service of the Subpoena Duces Tecum to Wert issued in the above-
~~ "'t>w-~ 
captioned action on April 9,2010, by a receipt of a copy thereof on April~ 2010, on behalf of 
Wert. 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA - 2 
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DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By £<t?a2 
Davl Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this lJ!. day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy 1. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSER VY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA - 4 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
& U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of Tv.ln Fails - Stg,t!3 of Idaho 
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! Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______ ----D-e-fu-n-d-an-t-s.-----------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) ) 
Counterdefendant, ) ------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) ) 
) 
----------------------------------
Cross-Defendants. 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARL~G - 1 
Case No.: CV 2009-489 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
HEARING 
000600
.. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the __ day of April, 2010, she caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING - 3 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 954-5223 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Courier 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
By: ______________________ _ 
Deputy Clerk 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION FOR 
A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, . 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~-------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell Page 4 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, and pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 56(£), respectfully renews its requests that this Court continue the hearing on Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s Motion For Reconsideration ("Riedesel's Motion"). The purpose of this 
renewed motion is the same as First Federal's originally-filed Rule 56(£) Motion: to allow First 
Federal an opportunity to obtain responses to written discovery requests it has issued to Riedesel 
RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
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• 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), to take the depositions of Aaron L. Wert and Riedesel, and to 
obtain other necessary discovery regarding the facts necessary to oppose Riedesel's Motion For 
Reconsideration, 
I. 
ARGUMENT 
By noticing its Motion for hearing on May 17, 2010, Riedesel seeks to nullify this 
Court's April 15,2010 Order granting First Federal's original Rule 56(f) Motion and deprive 
First Federal ofits procedural rights under Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f). By noticing the 
hearing for May 17,2010, making First Federal's response date May 3,2010, First Federal is put 
in exactly the same position First Federal was in when First Federal originally filed its Rule 56(f) 
Motion: May 3, 2010 is prior to Riedesel's deadline to respond to First Federal's discovery 
requests, and it is prior to the scheduled depositions of Aaron Wert and Riedesel. First Federal 
still does not have the benefit of discovery that formed the basis for First Federal's 56(f) Motion 
on April 12, 2010, which this Court's April 15,2010 Order allowed. 
First Federal originally filed its Rule 56(f) Motion on April 12,2010, in response to 
Riedesel's "Motion for Reconsideration" and Motion to Shorten Time for hearing thereon, both 
of which were filed on April 7, 2010. At the time First Federal filed its Rule 56(f) Motion, it has 
propounded written discovery requests to Riedesel, responses to which are not due until May 9, 
2010, and had noticed the depositions of Riedesel and Aaron Wert for May 24, 2010. 
First Federal pointed out that Riedesel's Motion is in substance a motion for summary 
judgment, and First Federal cited Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f), and the controlling Idaho 
case law concerning the Rule, which entitIes First Federal to a postponement of the hearing on 
Riedesel's Motion until adequate discovery can be had. First Federal then pointed out in detail 
its efforts to diligently prosecute this action, and in particular, the efforts of First Federal's 
RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 3 
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recently retained new counsel to speedily resolve this action on the merits to and to conduct 
discovery relative to Riedesel's Motion. 
First Federal then identified the discovery necessary to enable First Federal to respond to 
Riedesel's Motion, which includes receiving and reviewing responses to the written discovery 
First Federal has propounded on Riedesel, and conducting the scheduled depositions of Riedesel 
and Aaron Wert. First Federal has also recently learned that such discovery may also include 
taking the deposition of a former employee of First Federal, the loan officer in charge ofthe loan 
at issue and who dealt directly with Riedesel on behalf of First Federal during the events at issue 
in this action. 
Finally, First Federal pointed out that as there has been no scheduling order issued and no 
trial date set in this case, Riedesel will not be prejudiced by the Court's grant of the Rule 56(1) 
Motion; First Federal, on the other hand, would be significantly prejudiced if this Rule 56(f) 
Motion were to be denied and Riedesel's Motion heard on a truncated schedule. 
In response to First Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion, this Court sent an e-mail to counsel on 
April 15, 2010, indicating that the Court agreed that Riedesel's Motion was in effect a new 
motion for summary judgment, and that First Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion would be granted. 
Also on April 15, 2010, this Court entered an Order granting First Federal a continuance on the 
hearing on Riedesel's Motion, ordering First Federal to respond to Riedesel's Motion in 
accordance with Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56. 
Notwithstanding the Court's April 15, 2010 Order, on April 19, 2010, Riedesel re-noticed 
the hearing for May 17, 2010. This Court has determined that First Federal shall respond to 
Riedesel's Motion according to Rule 56. Rule 56(c) requires First Federal to respond to 
Riedesel's Motion 14 days before the hearing, or May 3,2010, which date is before Riedesel's 
RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 4 
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responses to First Federal's written discovery are due, and before the scheduled deposition of 
Riedesel and Mr. Wert. By so noticing the hearing on its Motion, Riedesel has placed First 
Federal in exactly the same position First Federal was in when Riedesel initially noticed its 
hearing, and has made this Court's April 15, 2010 Order a nUllity. First Federal has not obtained 
responses to any of the discovery it has propounded, and will not obtain any by the time it is 
required to respond to Riedesel's Motion. 
First Federal's counsel has attempted to resolve this scheduling issue with Riedesel's 
counsel amicably (see the Affidavit of Ryan T. McFarland filed concurrently herewith), but 
Riedesel's counsel has refused to continue the May 17,2010 hearing and grant First Federal the 
protections afforded under Rule 56(f) and this Court's April 15, 2010 Order. 
n. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth herein and in First Federal's original Rule 56(f) Motion filed 
April 12, 2010, First Federal respectfully requests that this Court continue the hearing on 
Riedesel's Motion to allow First Federal to conduct and review discovery necessary to prepare 
an adequate response to Riedesel's Motion. 
DATED THIS -tftl! day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 5 
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HaWIwroxell 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ay of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail ~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
-¥2- Telecopy: 208.324.3l35 
RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 6 
30470.0177.1893209.2 
000607
4/28/2010 1:49:01 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell 
(lIS1. COURT 
TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
Page 7 
/hV • ~. 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2010 APR 28 PH 2: I I 
BY - c:f)--CLERK 
3. ____ DEPUTy 
__ ---1'l" -
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.~ and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------~-) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION 
TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING-l 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff. 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-----------------------------) 
TO ALL PAR TIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
Hawley Troxell Page 8 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that First Federal Saving Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") 
will call its Motion To Shorten Time For Hearing On Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of 
Hearing for hearing before the above-entitled Court, the Honorable Randy J. Stoker, District 
Judge, presiding, on Monday, the 17th day of May, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as 
counsel can be heard. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING-2 
30470.01 n. 1875696.1 
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DATED THIS 1}1! day of April, 2010. 
, ','. ',.' 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARlNG 
ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING-3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ay of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy 1. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
-::{E... Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ OVernight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING 
ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARlNG-4 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell 
• DISTRICT COURT TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFfH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-------------------------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaim ant, 
VS. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR 
HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(f) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Third Party Defendants. 
--------------------------~) 
Hawley Troxell Page 4 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls (''First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this Motion To 
Shorten Time For Hearing On Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing 
("Motion To Shorten Time"), and requests that this Court hear First Federal's Motion To Shorten 
Time on Monday, May 17, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., the time currently set for hearing on Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.' s Motion for Reconsideration. 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
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Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") filed a Motion For Reconsideration on April 7, 
2010, and then filed a Motion For Order To Shorten Time For Hearing, requesting that this Court 
hear Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration on April 19, 2010. First Federal filed a Rule 56(f) 
Motion asking this Court to continue the hearing on Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration to 
allow First Federal to conduct discovery necessary to oppose Riedesel's Motion For 
Reconsideration. This Court granted First Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion on April 15, 2010, but 
Riedesel has re-noticed its Motion for Reconsideration for May 17, 2010, before First Federal 
has been able to conduct the discovery allowed by this Court's April 15, 2010 Order. 
Before this Court can make a detennination on Riedesel's Motion For Reconsideration, 
this Court must, of necessity, make a detennination as to First Federal's Renewed Rule 56(f) 
Motion; therefore, First Federal respectfully submits that good cause exists for shortening the 
time to hear First Federal's Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion. 
DATED THIS ~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 3 
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• 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 7J! day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 
56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
'JQ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
\0 Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 4 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
[liSTRIC!' COURT 
TWIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
FILE.D 
20'0 APR 28 PH 2: '0 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
P AGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AFFIDAVIT OF RY AN T. 
MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(f) 
MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARlNG 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING-l 
30470.0177.1893357.1 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TW]NFALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, ]Nc., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
RY AN T. MCFARLAND, being flISt duly sWom upon oath, deposes and stales as 
1. lam an attomey with the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & HawleyLLP, follows: 
cou.
sel 
of record for Plaintiff FiISt Federal Savings Bank OHM. Falls (,'First Federal") in the 
above-captioned marter. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge and can 
AFFIDAVIT OF RY AN T. MCFARLAND IN suPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 2 
30410.0177.1893351,1 
000617
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• • 
testify as to the truth of the matters contained herein if called upon as a witness at the trial of this 
action. 
2. On April 20, 2010, I sent a letter, a true and correct copy of which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A, to counsel for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), requesting that 
Riedesel vacate its May 17, 2010 hearing date on Riedesel's Motion for Reconsideration 
(''Riedesel's Motion"). I have never received a response to my April 20, 2010 letter. 
3. On April 26, 2010, I had a telephone conversation with David Gadd, counsel for 
Riedesel, during which I repeated my request that Riedesel voluntarily continue the May 17, 
2010 hearing on Riedesel's Motion. Mr. Gadd stated that he would not voluntarily continue the 
hearing absent further direction from the Court. 
4. Following my April 26, 2010 telephone conversation with Mr. Gadd, I sent an e-
mail to Mr. Gadd, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B, wherein I 
repeated my position that the May 17, 2010 hearing does not afford First Federal the protections 
First Federal is afforded under Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(1) and this Court's Order, and 
indicated that if Riedesel did not voluntarily continue its May 17, 2010 hearing I would file a 
second Rule 56(£) Motion. I have not received a response to my April 26, 2010 e-mail to Mr. 
Gadd. 
Further, your affiant sayeth naught. 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 3 
30470.0177.1893357.1 
000618
4/28/2010 1:45:26 PM Lynn Tuning Hawley Troxell Page 6 
'- . 
• • 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
I, L*,JJ J\l M. ILJ JJ lAid , a Notary Public, do hereby certify that on this 
d~ay ofpril, 2010, personally appeared before me Ryan T. McFarland, who, being by me 
first duly sworn, declared that he is an attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls, Plaintiff in the foregoing action, that he signed the foregoing document, and that the 
statements therein contained are true. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this certificate first above written. 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1!~ay of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by 
the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Te1ecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
.Y2....- Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
HEARING- 5 
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,· .. :1 ... '.:.'.:.1.111111 .'.THHAOWXLEELyL ___ -...:.:..A'~I"TO~RN~EYS~AN~O C~,Ol1~NSE~.LO~RS Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LP 
8/t Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Ry AN T. McFARLAND 
ADMlTIEDTO PRACTICE LAW IN IDAHO 
eMAIL: Ttndarland@haw leylroxt?ll...:onl 
DIRECf DIAL 208.381!.4909 
DIRECT FA-x: 208.954.5236 
VIA FACSIMILE 
VIA U.S. MAIL 
David Gadd 
P.O. Box 5226 
746 N. College Rd., Suite C 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
April 20, 2010 
208.344.6000 
www.hawleytroxell.com 
Re: First Federal Saving Bank of Twin Falls v. Page Enterprises, et aI., Case No. 
CV-2009-0000489 
Dear David: 
Thank you for your recent letters regarding this matter dated April 19 and April 20, 2010. 
This letter will respond to each of them. 
First, with respect to your April 19,2010, letter regarding the Notice of Hearing on 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Motion for Reconsideration: as you know, the Court entered the 
Order Granting Rule 56(f) Motion For A Continuance Of hearing on April 15,2010. That Order 
provides that First Federal is entitled to the protections ofIdaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(0, 
which allow First Federal the time necessary to obtain facts to oppose your Motion to 
Reconsider. Responses to the discovery served by First Federal on Riedesel arc not due until 
May 8; the depositions of Riede sci and Mr. Wert are not scheduled until May 24, after your 
currently-scheduled May 17 hearing date. We will not be able to respond to your Motion for 
Reconsideration until after the depositions are taken and we have had opportunity to review 
those transcripts and your discovery responses. As your currently scheduled hearing date does 
not provide First Federal the protections afforded under Rule 56(f) and the Court's April 15, 
2010 Order, please vacate the May 17, 2010 heari ng. 
Second, with respect to your proposed Order On Plaintiff's Second Motion For Summary 
Judgment: we have no objection to the Order you have prepared. 
30470.0177.18647051 
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Third, with respect to your April 20, 2010, request for supplemental discovery responses, 
we are communicating with First Federal's title company regarding this matter and will advise 
you of the names and deposition dates as you requested as soon as we have identified them. 
If you have any other questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
Sincerely, 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
Ryan T. McFarland 
RTM! 
30470.0177.1884705.1 
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Ryan McFarland 
From: 
Sent: 
Ryan McFarland [rmcfarland@hawleylroxell.comJ 
Monday. April 26. 2010 5:08 PM 
To: David Gadd 
Cc: Stephen C. Hardesty 
Subject: RE: First Federal v. Riedesel- Twin Falls County Case No. CV 2009-489 [DMSMSG1.FID4747851 
David: 
Thank you for taking my call earlier today. This e-mail will confirm our discussion. 
First, as to your Motion for Protective Order. As we discussed, we agree that in light of the Court's April 
22, 2010 Order, the only issue before the Court is the quasi estoppel issue; accordingly, we agree that 
the scope of Riedesel's discovery responses can be limited to that issue. As we also discussed, it is our 
position that all communications between the parties, induding all communications between Riedesel and 
First Federal, Riedesel and First American, Riedesel and Page, et at (including the contract(s) by which 
Riedesel performed work on the property), are fairly within the scope of the quasi-estoppel issue, and 
you agreed to produce responsive documents. I also agreed that any deposition questions I ask of 
Riedesel and Aaron Wert would relate to the quasi-estoppel issue. Finally, you indicated that you had 
received an order from the Court denying the Motion to Shorten TIme on your Motion for Protective 
Order, that you had not yet re-noticed that Motion, and that you would not re-notlce that Motion until we 
had an opportunity to discuss the matter further, should you feel that a hearing on the Motion is 
necessary. 
Second, as to your Motion for Reconsideration/Motion for Summary Judgment on the quasi-estoppel 
issue. It is currently scheduled for May 17, which is prior to our scheduled depositions of Aaron Wert and 
Riedesel. It Is my position that a May 17 hearing does not afford First Federal the protections of Rule 56 
(f), as ordered by the Court. You have indicated that you are not willing to re-notice your hearing, 
absent further direction from the Court. As we discussed, I will file a second Rule 56(f) Motion unless 
you notify me that you have reconsidered your position. 
If your understanding of our conversation is different than I have indicated, please advise. 
Sincerely, 
Ryan 
Ryan T. McFarland 
Attorney 
877 Main Street, SUite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
direct 208.388.4909 
fax 208.954.5236 
web hawleytroxell.com 
HA \VLEY TROXELL 
Attorneys and Counselors 
This e-mail message from the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & HaWley, LLP Is Intended only for named recipients. It contains infonnation 
that may be confidential, privUeged, attorney work product. or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable Jaw. If you have received 
this message in error. are not a named recipient, or are not the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to a named 
recipient. be advised that any review. disclosure. use. dissemination. distribution, or reproduction of this message or its contents Is strictly 
prohibited. Please notify us immediately at 208.344.6000 if you have received this message in error, and delete the message. 
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HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
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) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RENEWED 
RULE 56(f) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 
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FIRST FEDERAL SA VLNGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----~---------------------) 
TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
Page 4 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that First Federal Saving Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") 
will call its Renewed Rule 56{f) Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing for hearing before the 
above-entitled Court, the Honorable Randy J. Stoker, District Judge, presiding, on Monday, the 
17th day of May, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., or as S0011 thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
30470.0177.1895252.1 
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Page 5 
The previously-field Motion to Shorten Time on Renewed 56(f) Motion and Notice of 
Hearing on Motion to Shorten Time were filed in error and are hereby withdrawn. 
DATED THIS 2.1!!- day of April, 2010. 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 3 
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• 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~~<!"day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING ON RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
=:1L Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
) RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION 
) FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
) HEARING 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_D_en_d_an _ ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
~~~~~--------~---------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 56(1) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 000630
• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-claimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby files its objection 
to the Renewed Rule 56(f) Motionfor a Continuance of Hearing filed by First Federal Savings Bank 
of Twin Falls ("First Federal"). 
ARGUMENT 
On December 23, 2009, in answer to Riedesel's cross motion for summary judgment, 
First Federal filed a memorandum of law, wherein First Federal argued that Riedesel's cross 
motion should be denied based upon First Federal's affirmative defense of estoppel. Notably, 
First Federal did not file a motion pursuant to Rule 56(f) at that time with respect to Riedesel's 
cross motion. Rather, in support of its argument, First Federal filed, contemporaneously with its 
memorandum, the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer. 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION 
FOR A CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 000631
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Based upon statements in Mr. Meyerhoeffer's affidavit, the Court held that genuine issue 
of fact existed with regard to First Federal's quasi-estoppel defense and denied Riedesel's 
motion with regard to that defense only. Specifically, the Court stated, 
Meyerhoeffer's affidavit can be viewed broadly to mean that the representation 
that First Federal would have first priority on the Property came from Riedesel as 
well as First American Title. Although conclusory, it is sufficient to deny 
summary judgment on the quasi-estoppel defense at this time. The parties shall be 
given additional opportunity to develop the record on this issue. 
Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. Summ. J., p. 13. 
Riedesel propounded written discovery requests and deposed Mr. Meyerhoeffer for the 
purpose of developing the record further with regard to representations Riedesel is alleged to 
have made concerning the priority of its lien. As more fully discussed in Riedesel's 
memorandum in support of its motion for reconsideration, Mr. Meyerhoeffer testified that 
Riedesel did not make any representations to him concerning the priority of its lien with relation 
to First Federal's mortgages, other than those contained in the lien waiver and lien release 
themselves.! See Aff. David W. Gadd in Supp. Mot. Recons., ~ 2, Ex. A, pp. 28:17-30:13; 33:21-
34:15; 40:2-41:2. 
First Federal's initial answers to Riedesel's written interrogatories indicate that there were 
"representations made by Riedesel to First Federal's title insurance company that the referenced 
loan would be perfected in first position following payment to Riedesel for Riedesel's then-
! The Court previously addressed the issue of whether the lien waiver effectively waived or subordinated Riedesel's lien, 
holding, 
There is no language in this waiver purporting to waive rights accruing subsequent to the date of the 
waiver. Nor is there any language purporting to waive Riedesel's priority. Had Riedesel intended to 
waive rights for work to be performed in the future the waiver could have explicitly stated that. Had it 
intended to waive its priority date the waiver could likewise have so stated. The lien waiver does 
neither. 
Mem. Op. Re Cross Mots. Summ. 1., p. 10. 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION 
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existing mechanic's lien on the property and Riedesel's execution of the Release of Claim of 
Lien and Lien Waiver." Aff. David W Gadd in SUpp. Objection to PI. 's Renewed Rule 56(/) Mot. 
for a Continuance of Hr 'g, ~ 2, Ex. A, pp. 10-11. Accordingly, Riedesel's counsel requested the 
identities of the individuals referenced in First Federal's answer. Id. at ~ 3, Ex. B. First Federal's 
counsel eventually responded to this request by letter, stating, "It appears that First American 
may not have communicated with Riedesel directly regarding this issue." Id. at ~ 6, Ex. E. First 
Federal served supplemental discovery responses contemporaneously with counsel's April 29, 
2010, letter, which revised First Federal's answer to Interrogatory No. 11 to state that 
Mr. Meyerhoeffer relied on the custom and practice in the secured lending 
industry, and on representations made by Riedesel, including via the Release of 
Claim of Lien and lien waiver executed by Riedesel, that the referenced loan 
would be perfected in first position following payment to Riedesel for Riedesel's 
then-existing mechanic's lien on the property and Riedesel's execution of the 
Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver. 
Id. at ~ 7, Ex. F, pp. 6-7. 
The Court's memorandum opmIOn indicates that for First Federal to prevail on its 
affirmative defense of quasi-estoppel, First Federal must prove that Riedesel represented to First 
Federal that its mortgages would have first-position priority.2 Mr. Meyerhoeffer testified at his 
deposition that Riedesel did not make any representations to him in this regard, other than as 
noted above. If First Federal is alleging that Riedesel made representations to one or more of its 
other employees concerning the priority of its lien or First Federal's mortgages, then First 
Federal can obtain and file affidavits of those employees. First Federal has filed no affidavit in 
support of its motion stating that it cannot obtain and file such affidavits and requires additional 
time to do so. 
2 Riedesel, of course, does not mean to suggest that proof of this fact would be sufficient, in itself, for First Federal 
to prevail on its affirmative defense. However, proof of such a representation is necessary to First Federal's quasi-
estoppel defense. 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 56(f) MOTION 
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Rather, First Federal's motion is based solely upon its desire to depose Aaron Wert and to 
receive a copy of the engineering contract and copies of correspondence between Riedesel and 
either First Federal, First American, or Page Enterprises, et al. However, because First Federal 
must prove that Riedesel made representations to First Federal directly,3 First Federal's written 
discovery requests and the deposition of Aaron Wert will not elicit any information or 
documentation material to the quasi-estoppel issue that First Federal does not already have in its 
possession. As a result, First Federal's motion will not "secure the just, speedy and inexpensive 
determination" of this action, but will instead cause unnecessary delay and needlessly increase 
the cost oflitigation. Idaho Rule Civ. P. lea). Therefore, First Federal's motion should be denied. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court deny First 
Federal's renewed motion for a continuance pursuant to Rule 56(1). 
DATED this W~y of April, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By '-i'}~ 
DavidW~ 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
3 Assuming representations to First Federal's non-employee agent would satisfy this element, and assuming First 
American Title Company qualifies as First Federal's agent for this purpose, as stated, above, First Federal has 
acknowledged that Riedesel made no representations to First American concerning this matter. Furthermore, First 
Federal's answers to Riedesel's interrogatories indicate that First Federal did not rely upon any representations that 
Riedesel may have made to Page Enterprises, et al. that were subsequently conveyed to First Federal. Assuming, 
however, that is First Federal's position, First Federal may submit an affidavit to that effect in support of its motion, 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 56(t) MOTION 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the s..D~ay of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following 
manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland (\1 u.s. Mail 
HA \\'LEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA \\'LEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ J Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law M U.S. Mail P.O. Box 276 Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams W Hand Delivery WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
DAVID W. GADD 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD 
) IN SUPPORT OF OBJECTION TO 
) PLAINTIFF'S RENEWED RULE 
) 56(f) MOTION FOR A 
) CONTINUANCE OF HEARING 
) 
) 
__________ D __ e£_e_nd_an __ ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
--------------------------~--------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I, David W. Gadd, being first duly sworn, do state as follows: 
• 
1. I am an attorney of record for defendant, Riedesel Engineering, Inc., an Idaho 
corporation ("Riedesel"), in the above-entitled matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my 
own personal knowledge, information and belief. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' Responses to Riedesel Engineering, Inc's First Set of 
Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions, dated 
March 26,2010. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
a letter I sent to Ryan McFarland, counsel for plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, 
on April 20, 2010. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
an e-mail I received from Ryan McFarland, counsel for plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of 
Twin Falls, on April 23, 2010. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
an e-mail I sent to Ryan McFarland, counsel for plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls, on April 29, 2010. 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit E and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
a letter I received from Ryan McFarland, counsel for plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of 
Twin Falls ("First Federal"), dated April 29, 2010. 
7. Attached hereto as Exhibit F and incorporated herein is a true and correct copy of 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' Supplemental Responses to Riedesel Engineering, 
Inc's First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for 
Admissions, dated April 29, 2010. 
Dated this s.oftray of April, 2010. 
David W:a 
'-b 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this&C day of April, 2010. 
'I 
TA Y PUBLIC FOR IDAijO 
esiding at: M.fIddl. JC1 
My Commission Expires: Il)· 9.7-15-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
.,... 
The undersigned certifies that on the ~ day of April, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty kJ Hand Delivery Ryan T. McFarland U.S. Mail 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.o. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen [ ] Hand Delivery 
Attorney at Law [XJ U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams [ ] Hand Delivery 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP ~ U.S. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
DaVId W. Gadd . 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID W. GADD IN SUPPORT OF OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rrncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS' RESPONSES TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS, AND REQUEST FOR 
ADMISSIONS 
EXHIBIT 
i ---I'c------
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 1 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
---------------------------,) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
• 
TO: RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. AND ITS COUNSEL OF RECORD 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in 
the above-entitled action, by and through its counsel of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
LLP, and in accordance with the requirements of Rules 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure, hereby files its response to Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s First Set ofInterrogatories, 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 2 
30470.0177.18345763 00641
• • 
Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions to First Federal Savings 
Bank of Twin Falls. 
Unless otherwise specified, inspection and copying will be permitted as requested, except 
that some other time and place which is mutually agreeable to the parties may be substituted for 
the time and place specified in the request. 
PRELIMINARY AND GENERAL OBJECTIONS 
First Federal is engaged in continuing discovery in this case. Accordingly, all of the 
responses contained herein are based upon such information and documents as are presently 
available to and specifically known to First Federal. First Federal therefore provides the 
following responses to Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's ("Riedesel") First Set Of Interrogatories, 
Requests For Production Of Documents, And Request For Admissions To First Federal Savings 
Bank Of Twin Falls ("Discovery Requests") propounded to First Federal without prejudice to 
present at trial and/or arbitration further documentary or oral evidence or proof not yet obtained 
or completed. 
Each response is given subject to all appropriate objections (including, but not limited to, 
objections of relevancy, materiality, propriety, authenticity, and admissibility) which will require 
the exclusion or limitation of any statement contained or document referred to herein if the 
statement were made or the document were offered in court. All such objections and grounds 
therefore are reserved and may be interposed at the time of trial and/or arbitration. Except for 
facts explicitly admitted herein, no admission of any nature whatsoever is to be implied or 
inferred. The fact that any request herein has been answered shall not be taken as an admission, 
or concession of the existence, of any fact set forth or assumed by such request, or that such 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BAt'<1( OF TWIN FALLS' RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 3 
304700177.1834576.3 000642
• • 
answer constitutes evidence of any fact thus set forth or assumed. All responses must be 
construed as given on the basis of present recollection. 
First Federal objects to Riedesel's Discovery Requests to the extent Riedesel seeks 
information protected by the attorney/client privilege and/or the attorney work product doctrine 
and to the extent Riedesel attempts to impose obligations beyond those required by the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. In particular, First Federal objects to the continuing nature of 
Riedesel's discovery requests. First Federal will supplement its responses, if necessary, as 
required by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
These General Objections are incorporated by this reference into each discovery 
response. 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO.1: Please set forth the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of persons having knowledge of any facts of this case and for each person state the 
substance ofhislher knowledge. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.1: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.1 
to the extent that it calls for information protected by the work product doctrine or the attorney-
client privilege. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts that the following 
individuals may have knowledge of the facts which are the subject matter of this lawsuit: 
Phil DeAngeli 
Lori Barnhart 
Zach Bay 
Darlene Teter 
clo HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA \VLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
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Messrs. DeAngeli and Bay, Ms. Barnhart, and Ms. Teter have knowledge concerning the 
title insurance policy issued to First Federal concerning the property at issue in this case (the 
"Property") . 
Jason Meyerhoeffer 
Ward Maxfield 
Alan Horner 
c/o HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Messrs. Meyerhoeffer, Maxfield, and Gilbertson and Mrs. Smith have knowledge 
concerning the extension ofloans by First Federal to Page Enterprises, Inc., which are secured by 
First Federal's mortgages against the Property. 
Aaron L. Wert 
Alan Hansten 
c/o WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone: 208.736.9900 
On information and belief, Messrs. Wert and Hansten have knowledge concerning the 
mechanic's lien claimed by Riedesel against the Property. 
Dallas Page 
Glenn E. Page 
Bill Page 
Todd Page 
Jane Page 
c/o WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
Telephone: 208.324.2303 
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On information and belief, Messrs. Page and Ms. Page have knowledge concerning the 
mortgages, in favor of First Federal, against the Property, and concerning Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc. 's and Anasazi Construction, LLC's work on the Property. 
INTERROGATORY NO.2: Identify each and every person, known to you or your 
representatives, who have analyzed or reviewed the incident which forms the subject matter of 
this action. By this interrogatory, we do not seek the disclosure of any consultants or experts 
retained by you. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.2: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.2 
to the extent that it calls for information protected by the work product doctrine or the attorney-
client privilege, and also on the grounds that the Interrogatory is vague and unintelligible. 
Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts that, on information and belief, each of the 
person identified in Answer to Interrogatory No.1 have analyzed or reviewed, to some degree, 
facts and incidents relative to this action. 
INTERROGATORY NO.3: As to all persons whose names are set forth in the answers 
to the preceding interrogatories, have you, your agents, investigators or attorneys, or anyone 
acting on your behalf, or any other person, obtained statements of any kind, whether written, 
recorded, stenographically transcribed, oral or otherwise, from any of the persons so named in 
these answers to interrogatories? 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.3: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.3 
to the extent that it calls for information protected by the \\'ork product doctrine or the attorney-
client privilege. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts that all non-privileged 
statements of which First Federal is aware are included in the documents produced herewith. 
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INTERROGATORY NO.4: If your answer to the preceding interrogatory is in the 
affinnative, please state separately for each such person: 
(a) The name, address and occupation; 
(b) The type of statement which was taken (whether written, recorded or transcribed); 
(c) The name and address of the present custodian of each statement so taken; 
(d) The date on which the statement was taken; 
(e) The content and subject matter of each statement given; 
(f) Please attach a copy of each statement to your answers to these interrogatories, or 
in the alternative, indicate your willingness to allow defendant's attorney to inspect and copy 
each such statement. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.4: See Answer to Interrogatory No. 3. Without 
waiving the objections set forth in Answer to Interrogatory No.3, and pursuant to Idaho Rule of 
Civil Procedure 33(c), see the documents produced herewith. 
INTERROGATORY NO.5: Please set forth the name, address and telephone number of 
persons having knowledge of any facts of this case whom you may call as witnesses at the trial, 
and for each person state the substance ofhis/her knowledge. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.5: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.5 
on the basis it seeks the discovery of infonnation protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal has not yet detennined 
whom it intends to call as a witness in the trial of this matter, but such witnesses may include any 
person identified in any document on file in this litigation, and any person identified by, or in 
any document previously produced, being produced, or subsequently produced in, discovery by 
First Federal or any other party to this litigation. First Federal reserves the right to supplement 
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this answer in accordance with the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and any scheduling order 
entered by the Court in this matter. 
INTERROGATORY NO.6: State the name and address of each person whom Plaintiff 
expects to call as an expert witness at the trial. For each such person: 
(a) State the subject matter on which the expert witness is expected to testify; 
(b) A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed by the expert witness and 
the basis and reasons therefore; 
(c) The data or other information considered by the expert witness in forming the 
opinions set forth in subparagraph (b) immediately above; 
(d) Any and all exhibits to be used as a summary of or support for the opinions; 
(e) The compensation to be paid for the expert witness's testimony; 
(f) A listing of any other cases in which the expert witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or by deposition within the preceding four (4) years; and 
(g) In capsule summary, the qualifications and background of the individual. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.6: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.6 
on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal states that it has not yet 
determined who it will call as an expert witness at the trial ofthis matter. First Federal reserves 
the right to supplement this answer in accordance with the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and/or 
any scheduling order entered by the Court in this matter. 
INTERROGATORY NO.7: Please describe each document, object or thing intended to 
be introduced or utilized as an exhibit at the trial of this cause. 
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ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.7: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.7 
on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal has not yet determined 
which documents it intends to introduce into evidence at the trial ofthis matter, but such 
documents may include any document on file in this litigation, and any document previously 
produced during discovery, being produced or subsequently produced by First Federal or any 
other party to this litigation. First Federal reserves the right to supplement this answer in 
accordance with the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and/or any scheduling order entered by the 
Court in this matter. 
INTERROGATORY NO.8: Identify by title, author, publication and date ofpublication 
any and all journal articles, text or other literature which plaintiff relies upon and/or intends to 
utilize at the trial of this matter either by way of exhibit, reference to by plaintiffs experts or 
cross-examination of defendant's experts. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.8: See Answer to Interrogatory 6 and Answer 
to Interro gatory 7. 
INTERROGATORY NO.9: Please provide the factual basis for each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs XIII and XXVIII of First Federal's Complaint filed herein. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.9: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No.9 
on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine, and on the grounds that the Interrogatory is vague, and on the grounds 
that the Interrogatory is compound and in fact constitutes two interrogatories. Without waiving 
this objection, First Federal states that Riedesel claims an interest in the Property at issue in this 
action by virtue of Riedesel's Claim of Labor and Materialmen's Lien ("Riedesel's Lien") 
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against the Property, but that Riedesel's Lien is subsequent and inferior to the interest of First 
Federal in the Property. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Please provide a detailed description and/or itemization of 
any and all damages being claimed by First Federal pursuant to the Complaint filed herein. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 10: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No. 
10 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infonnation protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts that it is only 
seeking damages as against Riedesel for its attorneys' fees and costs incurred in this action, to 
the extent those attorneys' fees and costs cannot be recovered from First Federal's foreclosure of 
its mortgages against the Property. Such amounts will be determined following First Federal's 
foreclosure of its mortgages against the Property. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Please provide the factual basis for the statement made 
pursuant to paragraph 8 of the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer that "First Federal made 
the Loan with the understanding, and only on the condition, that in closing the Loan First Federal 
would be given a Mortgage on the Project Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to any 
and all mechanics and materialmen's liens on the Project Property, including specifically, the lien 
of Riedesel which was the subject ofa Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien recorded in 
Twin Falls County on May 11, 2007, as Instrument No. 2007-011243". 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No. 
11 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infonnation protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts that it would not 
have extended the loan referenced in the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer if it had not 
had a first-position lien priority on the Property. Mr. Meyerhoeffer relied on the custom and 
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practice in the secured lending industry, and on representations made by Riedesel and its agents 
to First Federal's title insurance company that the referenced loan would be perfected in first 
position following payment to Riedesel for Riedesel's then-existing mechanic's lien on the 
property and Riedesel's execution of the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver. See also the 
Second Affidavit ofJason Meyerhoeffer filed in this action on December 23, 2009, ~~ 8-9. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Please provide the factual basis for the statement made 
pursuant to paragraph 9 of the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer that" ... the Release of 
Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver executed by Riedesel, together with the payment made to 
Riedesel from the Loan proceeds, would result in First Federal's mortgage being in first lien 
position as against Riedesel for any work done by Riedesel before or after the closing of the 
Loan". 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 12: See Answer to Interrogatory No. 11. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: If your response to any Request for Admission is a denial, 
please describe each and every fact, statement, document, diagram, photograph, videotape, or 
other tangible item which supports such denial. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13: First Federal objects to Interrogatory No. 
13 on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or 
work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is a compound question and in fact constitutes two 
interrogatories. Without \vaiving this objection, see Answer to Interrogatory No. 11. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1: Please produce copies of each document you 
refer to in your Answers to Interrogatory Nos. 3 - 13, above. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.1 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infornlation protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine. Without waiving these objections, see all 
documents produced herewith. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2: Please produce all statements previously made 
by the plaintiff, which in any way refer to the facts of the subj ect incident. By this request 
defendant is not seeking any statements protected by the attorney/client privilege. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.2 on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is overbroad and 
vague. Without waiving these objections, see all documents produced herewith. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3: Please produce each document or 
communication which was sent by plaintiff or plaintiffs representatives to a third person or 
received by plaintiff or plaintiffs representatives from a third person which in any way relates to 
the subject of this action, excluding communication subject to the attorney/client privilege. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.3 on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is overbroad and 
vague. Without waiving these objections, see all documents produced herewith. 
REQl)EST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4: Please produce each statement, diary, note, 
memorandum, or other document upon which are recorded the recollections, impressions, or 
opinions of any individual other than your attorney who has knowledge of the facts of the subject 
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incident. This request does not seek infonnation protected by the attorney/client privilege or 
attorney work product. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.4 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infonnation protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is overbroad and 
vague. Without waiving these objections, see all documents produced herewith. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.5: Please produce each exhibit that you intend to 
offer into evidence at the trial of this action, either for evidentiary or illustrative purposes. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.5: See Answer to Interrogatory 
No.7. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.6: Please produce any and all journal articles, text 
or other literature which plaintiff relies upon and/or intends to utilize at the trial of this matter 
either by way of exhibit, reference to by plaintiff's experts or cross-examination of defendant's 
experts. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.6: See Answer to Interrogatory 
No.8. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: Please produce all documents, if any, that 
plaintiff will rely on in testifying at the trial of this action. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.7 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infonnation protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is vague and 
incomprehensible. Without waiving these objections, see Answer to Interrogatory No.7. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.8: Please produce each and every document or 
other tangible item that supports or tends to support plaintiffs complaint. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.8: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.8 on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is vague and 
incomprehensible. Without waiving these objections, First Federal asserts that the documents 
produced herewith relate to this litigation and constitute First Federal's file with respect to First 
Federal's mortgages on the property at issue in this action. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: Please produce each and every document or 
other tangible item pertaining to the incidents involved in this litigation, excluding 
communications solely between plaintiff and its attorneys. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: First Federal objects to 
Request For Production No.9 on the basis it seeks the discovery of information protected by the 
attorney-client privilege or work product doctrine, and on the basis that it is overly broad, vague, 
and incomprehensible. Without waiving these objections, First Federal asserts that the 
documents produced herewith relate to this litigation and constitute First Federal's file with 
respect to First Federal's mortgages on the property at issue in this action. 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.1: Please admit that the statement made by First 
Federal through its executive Vice President, Jason Meyerhoeffer in paragraph 8 of the Second 
Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer, that it " ... made the Loan with the understanding, and only on 
the condition, that in closing the Loan First Federal would be given a Mortgage on the Project 
Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to any and all mechanics and materialmen's liens 
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on the Project Property, including specifically, the lien of Riedesel which was the subject of a 
Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien recorded in Twin Falls County on May 11, 2007, as 
Instrument No. 2007-011243" was not the result of any representations, statements, assertions or 
communications made to First Federal, either directly or indirectly, by Riedesel, its officers, 
agents or employees. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.1: Denied. See Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 11 and the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer filed in this action on 
December 23, 2009, ~~ 8-9. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.2: Please admit that the statement made by First 
Federal through its executive Vice President, Jason Meyerhoeffer in paragraph 9 of the Second 
Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer, that" ... the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver 
executed by Riedesel, together with the payment made to Riedesel from the Loan proceeds, 
would result in First Federal's mortgage being in first lien position as against Riedesel for any 
work done by Riedesel before or after the closing of the Loan" was not the result of any 
representations, statements, assertions or communications made to First Federal, either directly 
or indirectly, by Riedesel, its officers, agents or employees. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.2: Denied. See Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 11 and the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer filed in this action on 
December 23, 2009, ~~ 8-9. 
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'1r)i-
DATED THIS f..)Q day of March, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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VERIFICATION 
Jason Meyerhoeffer, being first duly swom upon oath, deposes and says: 
That he is an executive Vice President of First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, the 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in the above-entitled action; that he has read the within and foregoing 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' Responses to Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's First Set of 
Intenogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions; and that the 
statements therein contained are true. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
I , a Notary Public, do hereby certify that 011 this ~ day March, , personally appeared before me Jason Meyerhoeffcr, who, being by 
me first duly swom, declared that he is an executive Vice President of First Federal Savings 
Bank of Twin Falls, that he signed the foregoing document as an executive Vice President of the 
corporation, and that the statements therein contained are true. 
IN WI1NESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this celiificate first above written. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
'1( is 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _1.)0_ day of March, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' RESPONSES 
TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS 
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley,ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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PO. Box 5226 
746 N. College Rd. Suite C 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
Phone: (208) 736-9900 
Fax: (208) 736-9929 
E-mail: wfs@magicvalleylaw.com 
April 20, 2010 
9'5'1- 5,;?,~3 
Via Facsimile (208) 342-:1829 
Original will not follow by U.S. Mail 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY, TROXELL ENNIS 
& HAWLEY, LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
Re: First Federal v. Page, et. al 
Twin Falls Co. Case No.: CV 2009-0489 
Dear Ryan: 
RICHARD J. "TUG" WORST 
JOHN O. FITZGERALD, II 
TIMOTHY J. STOVER 
DAVID W. GADD 
KARA M. GLECKLER 
Attorneys At Law 
We are in receipt of First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls' Responses to Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and 
Request for Admissions. 
Your Answer to Interrogatory No. 11 indicates that Riedesel and its agents made 
representations to First Federal's title insurance company that the loan would be perfected in first 
position following payment to Riedesel for Riedesel's then-existing mechanic's lien on the 
property and Riedesel's execution of the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver. However, 
your Answer to Interrogatory No. 1 does not identify any individuals who have knowledge 
concerning these alleged representations. 
Please supplement your answers accordingly and provide us with available deposition 
dates for all individuals to whom the aforementioned representations were allegedly made. I 
would appreciate a response by April 23, 2010. If we have not received your supplemental 
answers by that date, we will proceed to file an appropriate motion with the court. 
Sincerely, 
DAVID W. GADD ~Brr t DWG/jl 
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Jayna Locke 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
• 
David Gadd 
Friday, April 23, 20102:27 PM 
Ryan McFarland 
• 
RE: First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No. CV 2009-489 
[DMSMSG1.FID4747851 
Thank you for the update, Ryan. Have a good weekend. 
David 
-----------
From: Ryan McFarland [mailto:rmdarland@hawleytroxell.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 1:53 PM 
To: David Gadd 
Cc: Stephen C. Hardesty 
Subject: RE: First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No. CV 2009-489 [DMSMSG1.FID474785] 
David: 
In follow-up to my April 20, 2010 letter to you in response to your request for supplemental discovery responses, please 
be advised that I have followed up with the title company again regarding this matter. The title company is reviewing 
their files to identify all persons who communicated with Riedesel regarding this matter. I hope to have an answer to you 
by early next week. 
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
Sincerely, 
Ryan 
Ryan T. McFarland 
Attornev 
877 fvlain Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
direct 208.388.4909 
fax 208.954.5236 
web hawleytroxell.com 
HAWLEY TROXELL 
Attorneys and Counselors 
This e-mail message from the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley, LLP is intended only for named reCipients. It contains information that may be 
confidential, privileged, attorney work product, or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, are not a 
named recipient. or are not the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to a named reCipient, be advised that any review, disclosure. use, 
dissemination. distribution, or reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately at 208.344.6000 if you have received 
this message in error, and delete the message. 
From: David Gadd [mailto:dwg@magicvalleylaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 20109:14 AM 
To: Ryan McFarland 
Subject: RE: First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No, CV 2009-489 [DMSMSG1.FID474785] 
Yes. I will mail the acceptance of service to you this afternoon. 
1 
EXHIBIT 
c... 000659
._-_._- --
Jayna Locke 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Ryan, 
• 
David Gadd 
Thursday, April 29, 2010 9:52 AM 
Ryan McFarland 
• 
RE First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No. CV 2009-489 
[DMSMSG1.FID474785] 
Please provide me an update concerning your efforts to ascertain the identities of the individuals at First American Title 
who communicated with Riedesel regarding the priority of Riedesel's lien. Thank you. 
David 
From: Ryan McFarland [mailto:rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 1:53 PM 
To: David Gadd 
Cc: Stephen C. Hardesty 
Subject: RE: First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No. OJ 2009-489 [DMSMSGl.FID474785] 
David: 
In follow-up to my April 20, 2010 letter to you in response to your request for supplemental discovery responses, please 
be advised that I have followed up with the title company again regarding this matter. The title company is reviewing 
their files to identify all persons who communicated with Riedesel regarding this matter. I hope to have an answer to you 
by early next week. 
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
Sincerely, 
Ryan 
Ryan T. McFarland 
Attorney 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
BOise, ID 83701-1617 
direct 208.388.4909 
fax 208.954.5236 
web hawleytroxell.com 
HAWLEY TROXEll 
Attorneys and Counselors 
This e-mail message from the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley, LLP is intended only for named reCipients. It contains information that may be 
confidential, privileged, attorney work product, or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, are not a 
named recipient, or are not the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to a named reCipient, be advised that any review, disclosure, use, 
dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately at 208.344.6000 if you have received 
this message in error, and delete the message. 
From: David Gadd [mailto:dwg@magicvalleylaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2010 9: 14 AM 
To: Ryan McFarland 
Subject: RE: First Federal v. Riedesel - Twin Falls County Case No. CV 2009-489 [DMSMSGl.FID474---~E~X.H~IB~IIIIIIIT~-~ 
1 i :J) 000660
SMSGl.FID 74 '--E.X.H- B. .T-
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, • • 
,iiI', ·"THRAoWxLEELyL ____ .....;.;..AT:...:...;.;.To~rlNr~;:Ys;...;..;...AN~O C~.OU_NSF_.LO_R.S Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 877 Main Street, Suite 1000 PO. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
RYANT. McFARLAND 
ADMIITED TO PRACfrCE LAW IN IDAHO 
EMAIL: rmcfarland@hawleytroxcll.com 
DlRECT OrAL: 208,388.4909 
DlRECT FAX: 208.954.5236 
VIA FACSIMILE 
David Gadd 
P.O. Box 5226 
746 N. College Rd., Suite C 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
April 29, 2010 
208.344.6000 
www.hawleytroxell.com 
Re: First Federal Saving Bank a/Twin Falls v. Page Enterprises, et al., Case No. 
CV-2009-0000489 
Dear David: 
In further response to your April 20, 2010 letter requesting supplemental discovery 
responses, please be advised that I have discussed the matter with First American, First Federal 
Savings Bank's ("First Federal") title insurer. It is now my understanding that First American 
prepared the lien waiver and lien release documents, and then sent those documents to First 
Federal, where Riedesel signed them. It appears that First American may not have 
communicated with Riedesel directly regarding this issue. I am continuing to explore this matter 
and will further supplement First Federal's discovery responses upon obtaining additional 
information. 
As you and I have discussed, and as Mr. Meyerhoeffer made clear in his deposition, Mr. 
Meyerhoeffer was the loan administrator, 110t the loan officer in charge of this file during the 
events in question, and previously believed that First American handled the signing of the lien 
release and lien waiver. With our subsequently-learned infornlation, we have amended First 
Federal's discovery responses, per the enclosed. 
If you have any other questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
Sincerely, 
HAWLEY TROXELL El';'NIS & HA WLEY LLP 
EXHIBIT 
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HA WLEY TROXELL Er-..1NIS & HA WLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@haw1eytroxell.com 
ffi1cfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Coun terc laimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
EXHIBIT 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS RA..NK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 1 
I F 
---=::----
30470.0177.1892479.1 
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Lynn Tun~ng 
• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claiman t, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
. Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
ttaWley Troxell 
• 
TO: RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. AND ITS COUNSEL OF RECORD 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in 
the above-entitled action, by and through its counsel of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
LLP, and in accordance with the requirements of Rules 26( e), 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGA TORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTlON OF DOCUMENTS, 
ANT> REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 2 
30470,0177.18924791 
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• • 
of Civil Procedure, hereby files a supplemental response to RiedeseJ Engineering, Inc.'s First Set 
of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions to First 
Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls. 
Unless otherwise specified, inspection and copying will be pennitted as requested, except 
that some other time and place which is mutually agreeable to the parties may be substituted for 
the time and place specified in the request. 
PRELIMINARY AND GENERAL OBJECTIONS 
First Federal is engaged in continuing discovery in this case. Accordingly, all of the 
responses contained herein are based upon such infonnation and documents as are presently 
available to and specifically known to First Federal. First Federal therefore provides the 
following supplemental responses to Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 's ("Riedesel") First Set Of 
Interrogatories, Requests For Production Of Documents, And Request For Admissions To First 
Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("Discovery Requests") propounded to First Federal 
without prejudice to present at trial and/or arbitration further documentary or oral evidence or 
proof not yet obtained or completed. 
Each response is given subject to all appropriate objections (including, but not limited to, 
objections of relevancy, materiality, propriety, authenticity, and admissibility) which will require 
the exclusion or limitation of any statement contained or document referred to herein if the 
statement were made or the document were offered in court. All such objections and grounds 
therefore are reserved and may be interposed at the time of trial and/or arbitration. Except for 
facts explicitly admitted herein, no admission of any nature whatsoever is to be implied or 
inferred. The fact that any request herein has been answered shall not be taken as an admission, 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 's FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGA TORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 3 
30470.0177.1892479.1 
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or concession of the existence, of any fact set forth or assumed by such request, or that such 
answer constitutes evidence of any fact thus set forth or assumed. All responses must be 
construed as given on the basis of present recollection. 
First Federal objects to Riedesel's Discovery Requests to the extent Riedesel seeks 
inforn1ation protected by the attorney/client privilege and/or the attorney work product doctrine 
and to the extent Riedesel attempts to impose obligations beyond those required by the Idaho 
Rules of Ci viI Procedure. In particular, First Federal objects to the continuing nature of 
Riedesel's discovery requests. First Federal will supplement its responses, if necessary, as 
required by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
These General Objections are incorporated by this reference into each discovery 
response. 
INTERROGA TORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO.1: Please set forth the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of persons having knowledge of any facts of this case and for each person state the 
substance ofhis/her knowledge. 
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.1: First Federal objects to 
Interrogatory No.1 to the extent that it calls for infoffilation protected by the work product 
doctrine or the attorney-client privilege. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts 
that the following individuals may have knowledge ofthe facts which are the subject matter of 
this lawsuit: 
Phil DeAngeli 
Lori Barnhart 
Zach Bay 
Darlene Teter 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERlNG, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 4 
30470.0177 1892479.1 
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cia HAWLEY TROXELL Er--.'NIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
l-Iage I 
Messrs. DeAngeli and Bay, Ms. Barnhart, and Ms. Teter have knowledge concerning the 
title insurance policy issued to First Federal concerning the property at issue in this case (the 
"Property"). 
Jason Meyerhoeffer 
Alan Horner 
c/o HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Ward Maxfield, whose address and telephone number are believed 
to be: 414 W. Clark Street, Paul, Idaho 83347, (208) 438-5265 
Messrs. Meyerhoeffer, Maxfteld, and Horner have knowledge concerning the extension 
of loans by First Federal to Page Enterprises, Inc., which are secured by First Federal's 
mortgages against the Property. 
Aaron L. Wert 
Alan Hansten 
c/o WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Telephone: 208.736.9900 
On infomlation and belief, Messrs. Wert and Hansten have knowledge concerning the 
mechanic's lien claimed by Riedesel against the Property. 
Dallas Page 
Glenn E. Page 
Bill Page 
Todd Page 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 5 
30470.0177 1892479.1 
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Jane Page 
clo WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPElCH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
Telephone: 208.324.2303 
J!age 0 
On infom1ation and belief, Messrs. Page and Ms. Page have knowledge concerning the 
mortgages, in favor of First Federal, against the Property, and concerning Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc. 's and Anasazi Construction, LLC's work on the Property. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Please provide the factual basis for the statement made 
pursuant to paragraph 8 of the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer that "First Federal made 
the Loan with the understanding, and only on the condition, that in closing the Loan First Federal 
would be given a Mortgage on the Project Property and that the Mortgage would be senior to any 
and all mechanics and materialmen's liens on the Project Property, including specifically, the lien 
of Riedesel which was the subject of a Mechanic's and Materialman's Claim of Lien recorded in 
Twin Falls County on May 11,2007, as Instrument No. 2007-011243". 
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11: First Federal objects to 
Interrogatory No. 11 on the basis it seeks the discovery of infom1ation protected by the attomey-
client privilege or work product doctrine. Without waiving this objection, First Federal asserts 
that it would not have extended the loan referenced in the Second Affidavit of Jason 
Meyerhoeffer if it had not had a first-position lien priority on the Property. Mr. Meyerhoeffer 
relied on the custom and practice in the secured lending industry, and on representations made by 
Riedesel, including via the Release of Claim of Lien and Lien Waiver executed by Riedesel, that 
the referenced loan would be perfected in first position following payment to Riedesel for 
Riedesel's then-existing mechanic's lien on the property and Riedesel's execution of the Release 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
Al\TD REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 6 
304700177.1892479.1 
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of Claim of Lien a..'1d Lien Waiver. See also the Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer filed in 
this action on December 23, 2009, ~~ 8-9. 
'1dt~ . 
DATED THIS i/\ day of Apnl, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA WLEY LLP 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SlJPPLEMENT AL 
RESPONSES TO RlEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGA TORlES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSrONS - 7 
30470.0177.1692479 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERlNG, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGA TORlES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the 
following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAIvlS MESSER VY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ . U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail X Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS' SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGA TORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, 
ANTI REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS - 8 
30470.0177.1892479.1 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxel1.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 1 wIW~I~/EI gOUR r 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 
60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 1 
30470.0177.1897702.1 
000670
• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that First Federal Saving Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") 
will call its Motion To Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(1) Motion For Relief From Order, And 
Motion For Reconsideration for hearing before the above-entitled Court, the Honorable Randy J. 
Stoker, District Judge, presiding, on Monday, the 17th day of May, 2010, at 10:00 a.m., or as 
soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 2 
30470.0177.1897702.1 
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------- -------
• • 
DATED THIS 3 O~ day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 3 
30470.0177.1897702.1 
000672
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
---$2- Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
-f:J- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_' _ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 4 
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5233 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxel1.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 
60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) 
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION - 1 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, moves to withdraw its admission (the 
"Admission"), made by First Federal's counsel at the January 11,2010 hearing on First Federal's 
First Motion for Summary Judgment, that Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Notice of Claim of Labor 
and Materialmen's Lien at issue in this action ("Riedesel's Lien") is valid. 
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First Federal also moves for relief from this Court's January 25,2010 Memorandum 
Opinion on First Federal's Motion for Summary Judgment, and for this Court to reconsider its 
April 22, 2010 Order On Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment. 
The basis for First Federal's request for relief are (1) the Admission was an admission of 
law, not of fact, and was based on mistake; (2) the merits of this action will be sub served by 
granting the relief requested herein; and (3) Riedesel will not be prejudiced by the relief 
requested herein. 
This motion is supported by the accompanying Memorandum and Affidavit of John S. 
Ritchie filed concurrently herewith, as well as by the records and files in this action. 
1f'~ 
DATED THIS.:Y day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3i:day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 
60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION by the method indicated below, and addressed to each ofthe following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
l U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Te1ecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 
60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
----------------------------) ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank: Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this 
Memorandum in Support of its Motion To Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(I) Motion For 
Relief From Order, and Motion for Reconsideration. 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
First Federal holds mortgages of unquestioned validity covering the property at issue in 
this action (the "Property"). Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") claims a mechanic's lien 
(the "Lien") with respect to the Property, which, Riedesel claims, is prior in right to First 
Federal's mortgages; however, Riedesel's Lien is facially invalid, and therefore unenforceable 
and void as to First Federal's interest in the Property because Riedesel failed to comply with the 
unambiguous and strictly-enforced statutory requirement that the Lien be verified by the oath of 
the claimant. 
Previously in this matter, First Federal moved for summary judgment as to the priority of 
its mortgages, vis-a.-vis Riedesel's Lien; First Federal's first motion for summary judgment was 
predicated on Riedesel's execution of a lien waiver, in exchange for First Federal's $84,963.11 
payment to Riedesel. At the January 11, 2010 hearing on First Federal's first Motion for 
Summary Judgment, First Federal's prior counsel mistakenly admitted that there was no issue 
with respect to the validity of Riedesel's Lien. Based on the Admission, the Court granted 
summary judgment in favor of Riedesel as the validity of Riedesel' s Lien in a January 25,2010 
Memorandum Opinion (the "January Order"). 
Subsequently, First Federal retained new counsel and discovered that, in fact, Riedesel's 
Lien was invalid. First Federal's new counsel immediately filed First Federal's Second Motion 
for Summary Judgment, challenging the validity of the Lien. In denying First Federal's Second 
Motion for Summary Judgment, this Court found that First Federal had waived its right to 
contest the validity of Riedesel' s Lien, based on the mistaken Admission regarding the validity 
of the Lien. Because the merits of this action would be subserved by granting the relief prayed 
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for herein, and because Riedesel will suffer no prejudice by this Court's granting the requested 
relief, First Federal asks this Court to allow First Federal to withdraw the mistaken Admission 
regarding the validity of the Lien, to relieve First Federal from the January Order, and to 
reconsider this Court's decision on First Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment (the 
"April Order"). 
II. 
FACTS 
1. On June 29, 2006, Riedesel allegedly commenced engineering work on Hillsboro 
Estates subdivision in Twin Falls County (the "Property"), pursuant to a contract with Dallas 
Page, Anasazi Construction, LLC, and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. January Order, p. 2. 
2. On July 24, 2006, First Federal recorded a mortgage against the Property in the 
amount of$715,162.00. January Order, p. 2. 
3. On September 13,2007, First Federal recorded a second mortgage against the 
Property in the amount of$1,128,187.00. January Order, p. 2. 
4. On August 30, 2008, Riedesel allegedly completed its work on the Property. 
January Order, p. 3; Affidavit Of Ryan T. McFarland In Support Of Plaintiffs Second Motion 
For Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc., filed March 10,2010 
(hereinafter, "McFarland Aff."), ~ 2, Exh. A. 
5. On October 27,2008, Riedesel filed its Lien as Instrument No. 2008-023351, 
Official Records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, against the Property, asserting a right to payment 
in the amount of$48,549.58, plus interest. January Order, p. 3; McFarland Aff., ~ 2, Exh. A. 
6. The Lien contains an acknowledgement, but not a verification as required under 
Idaho Code sections 45-507 and 51-109, and under Idaho case law. McFarland Aff., ~ 2, Exh. A 
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7. First Federal filed its Complaint initiating this action on January 26,2009. 
8. Riedesel filed its Counterclaim and Cross-Claim and Third Party Complaint to 
foreclose its Lien in this action on April 6, 2009. 
9. On April 27, 2009, First Federal filed its first Motion for Summary Judgment as 
to its lien priority, vis-a-vis Riedesel's Lien; however, due to the bankruptcy filing of Titan 
Commercial Contractors, Inc., and based on a request by Riedesel's counsel, the hearing on First 
Federal's first Motion for Summary Judgment was not held until January 11, 2010. 
10. At that January 11,2010 hearing, First Federal's prior counsel mistakenly 
admitted that First Federal did "not have any argument with the validity of [Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s] October 27,2008 lien. We don't claim that it wasn't properly filed or 
signed or notarized or anything else, no. We think it is a valid lien." Affidavit of John Ritchie, 
filed concurrently herewith ("Ritchie Aff."), ~ 2 (the "Admission"). The Admission was made 
notwithstanding the facts that First Federal had not conducted any discovery, and that Riedesel's 
contract which allegedly supports the Lien was not even admitted into evidence. Ritchie Aff., 
~ 4. 
11. On January 25,2010, this Court entered the January Order, holding that, based on 
the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, "Riedesel is entitled to summary judgment 
decreeing that its lien is valid, properly recorded, [and] is a lien against the Property," and that 
the only remaining issue before the Court, as between First Federal and Riedesel, is First 
Federal's quasi-estoppel defense. January Order, p. 13. 
12. On March 3, 2010, First Federal's new counsel filed a Notice of Substitution of 
Counsel in this matter, and immediately thereafter filed First Federal's Second Motion For 
Summary Judgment on the issue of the validity of Riedesel's Lien. 
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13. The hearing on First Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment was held 
before this Court on April 19, 2010. During that hearing, this Court held that First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment was not a motion to reconsider, that the contents of the 
Lien have never been in dispute, and that, based on the mistaken Admission, First Federal had 
waived all right to challenge the validity of Riedesel' s Lien. 
14. This Court issued the April Order on April 22, 2010. 
III. 
ARGUMENT 
A. First Federal Should Be Permitted To Withdraw The Admission So That The 
Merits Of This Case Will Be Subserved And Because Riedesel Would Not Be 
Prejudiced By The Withdrawal. 
Requests by a party to withdraw stipulations oflaw are treated differently than requests to 
withdraw stipulations of fact. In this case, the stipulation regarding the validity of the notary is a 
stipulation of law since no issues of fact exist. As such, under prevailing law in Idaho and other 
jurisdictions, such stipulations may be withdrawn. However, even if viewed as a stipulation of 
fact, First Federal has met the requirements to merit a withdraw of such a stipulation. 
Statements oflaw, even stipulations oflaw, by counsel are not binding on the court or on 
the parties. In re Universe Life Insurance Co., 144 Idaho 751, 759-60, 171 P.3d 242,250-51 
(2007); Call v. Marler, 89 Idaho 120, 126,403 P.2d 588,591 (1965). Idaho courts permit parties 
to withdraw from a stipulation when the stipulation was entered by: 
mistake or misunderstanding of fact or entered into inadvertently, 
inadvisedly, or improvidently where under all the circumstances its 
enforcement would work injustice .... 
Furthermore, it is within the sound judicial discretion of a trial 
court, for good cause shown and in furtherance of justice, to 
relieve parties from stipulations which they have entered into in the 
course of judicial proceedings, and it is its duty to do so when 
enforcement thereof would be inequitable and when, as in this 
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case, all parties to the action will, by vacating the stipulation, be 
placed in exactly the same condition they were in before it was 
made. 
Call, 403 P.2d at 592 (internal citations omitted) (emphasis added). 
The Admission regarding the validity of the Lien relates to a matter of law, not of fact. 
At the April 19, 2010 hearing, this Court acknowledged that there never has been a dispute about 
the contents of the lien; the Admission, and First Federal's subsequent challenge to the validity 
of the Lien, relate entirely to the legal effect of the Lien's contents, i.e., the facially validity of 
the Lien. Permitting withdrawal ofthe Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, therefore, 
will not require Riedesel to come up with any additional evidence, and so will not prejudice 
Riedesel. Because the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien relates to a matter oflaw, 
not of fact, and because no final judgment has been entered in this case, enforcing the Admission 
regarding the validity of the Lien against First Federal would be inequitable, as it would allow 
Riedesel to enforce its facially invalid Lien against the First Federal's mortgages, the validity of 
which has not been questioned. Vacating the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, on 
the other hand, would place all the parties in "exactly the same condition they were in before it 
was made." As set forth herein, because the merits ofthis case would be subserved and because 
Riedesel will not be prejudiced, good cause exists for allowing First Federal to withdraw its 
Admission regarding the validity of the Lien. 
Though the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien does not involve an admission 
of fact (and so is not a ')udicial admission," see In re Universe Life Insurance Co., 171 P.3d at 
250-51), the treatment of judicial admissions may nevertheless be instructive in this matter. In a 
case decided in Georgia in 2000, the Georgia Court of Appeals found that a party was estopped 
from taking a position contrary to statements made by the party's attorney at a hearing on a 
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summary judgment motion. Dixon Diary Farms, Inc. v. Conagra Feed Co., 245 Ga.App. 836, 
837,538 S.E.2d 897,899 (Ct. App. 2000). The Georgia Court of Appeals held: 
Statements made by a party's counsel during a hearing on a motion 
for summary judgment are regarded as admissions in judicio and 
are binding on the party. The admissions may be considered 
conclusive for purposes of summary judgment and until withdrawn 
or amended, estop the party from denying them or introducing any 
evidence to controvert them. 
Id. (emphasis added). The admission at issue in the Georgia case involved an admission of fact 
(that the cow feed at issue had some value and so was not "worthless" because the cows "did 
produce milk. All the cows didn't die and dry up"), and the Georgia decision clearly shows that 
even admissions of fact may be withdrawn. According to the courts of Idaho's sister 
jurisdictions, admissions of fact maybe withdrawn subject to the standards applicable to 
withdrawals of admissions made in response to requests for admission (see Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 36(b)). McCoy v. West Building Materials of Georgia, Inc., 232 Ga.App. 620, 502 
S.E.2d 559,560-61 (Ct. App. 1998) (holding that a judicial admission is, "[i]n form and 
substance," identical to an admission made in response to a request for admission, and, like a 
request for admission, cannot be contradicted "unless it is withdrawn or amended on formal 
motion"), and American Automobile Assoc. v. AAA Legal Clinic of Jefferson Crooke, 930 F.2d 
1117, 1120 (5th Cir. 1991) (holding that "a Rule 36 admission is comparable to an admission in 
pleadings or a stipulation drafted by counsel for use at trial"). 
The Idaho Supreme Court defines "judicial admissions" the same way the Georgia Court 
of Appeals does: "a judicial admission is a statement made by a party or attorney, in the course 
of judicial proceedings, for the purpose, or with the effect, of dispensing with the need for proof 
by the opposing party of some fact." Sun Valley Potato Growers v. Texas Refinery Corp., 139 
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Idaho 761,765,86 P.3d 475,479 (2004) (emphasis added). As noted above,judicial admissions 
in Idaho only relate to an admission of fact. In re Universe Life Insurance Co., 171 P.3d at 250-
51. Nevertheless, Idaho courts also allow judicial admissions of fact to be withdrawn: when 
made in a pleading, such admissions "disappear[] from the record as a judicial admission" when 
the "pleading is amended or withdrawn." Swanson v. State, 83 Idaho 126,358 P.2d 387 (1961). 
Thus, the standards relevant to amending a pleading may also be applicable, should this Court 
view the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien as a judicial admission. 
If this Court finds that the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien is an admission of 
fact, and so is a "judicial admission," First Federal should be permitted to withdraw it, whether 
evaluated under the standard relevant to withdrawals of admissions under Rule 36(b), or under 
the standard relevant to amending pleadings: 
1. The Admission Of First Federal's Counsel Should Be Withdrawn Under The 
Rule 36(b) Standard. 
If, notwithstanding the arguments above, this Court views the Admission regarding the 
validity of the Lien as a judicial admission of fact, withdrawal of the Admission is justified under 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 36(b), which provides: 
Any matter admitted under this rule is conclusively established 
unless the court on motion permits withdrawal or amendment of 
the admission .... [T]he court may permit withdrawal or 
amendment when the presentation of the merits of the action will 
be subserved thereby and the party who obtained the admission 
fails to satisfy the court that withdrawal or amendment will 
prejudice that party in maintaining an action or defense on the 
merits. 
In Quiring, the defendant asked, on the first day of trial to be allowed to present evidence 
contrary to previously-deemed, material admissions. The trial court allowed the request, and the 
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Idaho Supreme Court found the Court properly exercised its discretion because the plaintiff did 
not show requisite prejudice. The Idaho Supreme Court reasoned as follows: 
Whether to permit withdrawal or amendment of an admission is a 
matter committed to the discretion of the court. I.R.c.P. 36(b) .... 
Two requirements must be met before an admission may be 
amended or withdrawn pursuant to Rule 36(b): (1) presentation of 
the merits must be promoted, and (2) the party who obtained the 
admission must not be prejudiced by the withdrawal. ... 
The Ninth Circuit has said that the first half of the Rule 36(b) test 
is "satisfied when upholding the admissions would practically 
eliminate any presentation of the merits of the case." Issues in this 
case tum upon [the previously-deemed-admitted matters]. 
Consequently, presentation of the merits was promoted by 
admitting testimony to contradict the untimely denied Requests for 
Admission. 
"Prejudice" as contemplated in F.R.C.P. 36(b) is " 'not simply that 
the party who obtained the admission will now have to convince 
the factfinder of its truth. Rather, it relates to the difficulty a party 
may face in proving its case, e.g., caused by the unavailability of 
key witnesses, because of the sudden need to obtain evidence' with 
respect to the questions previously deemed admitted." "The party 
who obtained the admission has the burden of proving that 
withdrawal of the admission would prejudice the party's case." 
Again, these federal decisions are persuasive and consistent with 
I.R.C.P.36(b). 
The Court determined that no prejudice had occurred in Vannoy v. 
Uniroyal Tire Co., 111 Idaho 536, 726 P.2d 648 (1985), where, 
"[j]ust prior to trial, the plaintiffs made a motion to have the 
requests for admissions 'discarded.' "Id. at 544, 726 P.2d at 656. 
In that case, "statements in depositions and interrogatories set out 
plaintiffs' position which adequately denied the substance of the 
requests for admissions submitted by the association." !d. 
Similarly, in the Ninth Circuit, "[ c ]ases finding prejudice to 
support a denial generally show a ... [high] level of reliance on the 
admissions." Where the motion for withdrawal is not made until 
the middle of the trial, prejudice has been found. 
Quiring, 944 P.2d at 699-700 (internal citations omitted). Thus, the kind of prejudice which 
would prevent the withdrawal of an admission "relates to special difficulties a party may face 
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caused by a sudden need to obtain evidence upon withdrawal or amendments of an admission." 
American Automobile Assoc., 930 F.2d at 1120. 
Under the standard applicable to the withdrawal of Rule 36 admissions, the Admission 
regarding the validity of the Lien at issue here should be withdrawn. The withdrawal of the 
Admission will subserve the merits of this case: Riedesel's Lien is now in the record in this 
matter, and this Court will be able to address the facial validity of the Lien, and base its rulings 
on the law, rather than on the premature and ill-advised admission of First Federal's prior 
counsel. The ends of justice will be well served by such a result, inasmuch as Riedesel will not 
be prejudiced by the withdrawal of the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien: as the 
Admission relates only to the legal effect of the language of Riedesel's Lien, Riedesel will not 
need to obtain an evidence in support of its legal position should this Court allow First Federal to 
withdraw its Admission. This request for withdrawal is not made in the middle, or even on the 
eve, of trial, and Riedesel has not relied on the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien in 
such a manner that necessary evidence has been lost or destroyed. This Court should exercise its 
discretion to allow First Federal to withdraw the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien 
and this Court should give all the parties the benefit of a decision on the merits of the action. 
2. The Admission of First Federal's Counsel Should Be Withdrawn Under The 
Rule lS(a) Standard. 
Withdrawal of the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien is also justified under the 
principles applicable to amending a pleading. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a) provides that 
after a responsive pleading has been filed, "a party may amend a pleading only by leave of court 
or by written consent of the adverse party; and leave shall be freely given when justice so 
requires." The Idaho Supreme Court has held that "It is well settled that, in the interest of 
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justice, courts should favor liberal grants of leave to amend." Wickstrom v. North Idaho College, 
111 Idaho 450, 453, 725 P.2d 155, 158 (1986). In addition, "[i]n the absence of any apparent or 
declared reason - such as undue delay, bad faith or dilatory motive on the part of the movant, 
repeated failure to cure deficiencies by amendment previously allowed, undue prejudice to the 
opposing party by virtue of allowance of the amendment, futility of amendment, etc. - the leave 
sought should, as the rules require, be freely given." Carl H. Christensen of Family Trust v. 
Christensen, 133 Idaho 866, 871, 993 P.2d 1197, 1202 (1999) (quoting Foman v. Davis, 371 
u.s. 178, 182, 83 S.Ct. 227, 230 (1962» (internal quotations marks omitted». 
The standard applicable to granting leave to amend is even more liberal than that applied 
to the withdrawal of Rule 36 admissions. In this case, there is no evidence of undue delay, bad 
faith or dilatory motive on the part of First Federal in asking for relief from its Admission 
regarding the validity of the Lien. The Admission regarding the validity of the Lien was made 
during a January 11, 2010 hearing; on March 3, 2010, First Federal obtained new counsel, and 
one week later filed a Second Motion for Summary Judgment asking that this Court enter 
summary judgment notwithstanding the Admission. This Court entered its April Order on April 
22,2010, and only days later, First Federal filed this instant motion expressly asking that this 
Court rule that the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien be withdrawn. No request for 
withdrawal has been made previously in this case, and there has been no occasion whereby First 
Federal obtained leave of Court and then failed to correct the Admission. As argued above, there 
is no undue prejudice to Riedesel, and withdrawal of the Admission regarding the validity of the 
Lien would not be futile: withdrawal will aid the ends of justice in this case and will allow this 
matter to be decided on its merits. As there has been no trial scheduled in this matter, Riedesel 
will not be prejudiced in its ability to prepare for trial and present evidence in this case. 
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B. Because The Admission Was Mistakenly Made, This Court Should Grant First 
Federal Relief From the January Order and the April Order And Allow First 
Federal To Challenge The Validity Of Riedesel's Lien. 
The Admission regarding the validity of the Lien was a mistake. This Court should allow 
that mistaken Admission to be withdrawn under Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(1). Rule 
60(b )(1) provides, in relevant part, that 
On motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a 
party or his legal representative from a final judgment, order, or 
proceeding for ... mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable 
neglect. ... The motion shall be made ... not more than six (6) 
months after the judgment, order, or proceeding was entered or 
taken. 
A straightforward application of Rule 60(b) indicates First Federal should be permitted to 
withdraw the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien. 
To justify Rule 60(b) relief on "mistake" grounds, the moving party "must establish how 
the mistake occurred and who made the mistake. The mistake must be one of fact and not of 
law, and is determined by examining what a reasonably prudent person would do under similar 
circumstances." Thomas, 809 P.2d at 1190. The moving party must show that the mistake "was 
not a result of carelessness; or that the allegedly mistaken fact was not previously available; or 
that its absence could not have been discovered by due diligence; or that there were exceptional 
circumstances which precluded the appellant from discovering its absence prior to the original 
hearing." Id., 809 P.2d at 1192. In determining whether a party has exercised due diligence, the 
Court examines the party's actions after the mistake is discovered: "the party seeking relief from 
a judgment must show that he has exercised due diligence in the prosecution of his rights, such 
as a reasonably prudent person would exercise under similar conditions." Avondale on Hayden, 
Inc. v. Hall, 104 Idaho 321, 325, 658 P.2d 992,996 (Ct. App. 1983). In making this 
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determination, the "general policy in Idaho [is] that, in doubtful cases, relief should be granted to 
reach a judgment on the merits." Id., 658 P.2d at 997. This policy is particularly strong "when 
the party is blameless [and] his attorney's negligence qualifies as a "mistake." Augusta 
Fiberglass Coatings, Inc. v. Fodor Contracting Corp., 843 F.2d 808, 811 (5th Cir. 1988). In 
such cases, where a party acts "in a timely fashion, to avoid unfair prejudice to the non-movant, 
and to proffer a meritorious defense in order to obtain relief," relief should be granted. Id. 
Finally, where the mistake involves an admission or a stipulation, the court should exercise its 
"discretion, for good cause and to prevent injustice, to relieve the parties from a stipulation 
which has been entered into through a mistake or misunderstanding of fact." Cross v. Moulton, 
114 Idaho 884, 886, 761 P.2d 1236, 1238 (Ct. App. 1988). 
This Court should find that the Admission regarding the validity of the Lien qualifies as 
an excusable "mistake" under Rule 60(b)(1) because: 
• First Federal has established by Affidavit that First Federal's counsel, not First 
Federal itself, made the mistake as to the validity of the Lien (Ritchie Aff., ~~ 3); 
• First Federal has also established that the mistaken Admission regarding the 
validity ofthe Lien was the result of First Federal's counsel's focus on the legal argument 
concerning the priority of the Riedesel Lien vis-a.-vis First Federal's mortgages, and not due to 
any carelessness or lack of due diligence in reviewing Riedesel's Lien (Ritchie Aff., ~~ 4,6); 
• First Federal has a meritorious defense to the validity ofthe Lien, as set forth in 
First Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment (see also Ritchie Aff., ~ 7); 
• First Federal has exercised due diligence in discovering and correcting its 
mistake: the Court's January Order was entered January 25,2010; First Federal filed its Second 
Motion for Summary Judgment requesting that this Court revisit the issue regarding the validity 
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of the Riedesel Lien some six weeks later, before any other action had been taken in this case; 
the hearing on that Second Motion for Summary Judgment was timely heard; and this Motion is 
filed well within the six-month time frame for motions ofthis nature, and only days after the 
April Order was entered by the Court; 
• As set forth herein, Riedesel will suffer no unfair prejudice by the Court's 
granting First Federal the relief requested; and 
• The relief requested relates to a non-final, interlocutory order, and this case is still 
not set for trial. 
For all of the foregoing reasons, this Court should find that the Admission regarding the 
validity of the Lien constituted "an excusable mistake ... which could support the grant of relief 
under Rule 60(b)." Thomas, 809 P.2d at 1192. Once the Court makes this determination, "[t]he 
next step in the exercise of the [court's] discretion [is] to determine whether to grant the motion . 
. . . Here the court must be governed in the exercise of its discretion by" applicable law. Id. That 
applicable law relates to the right to withdraw admissions, as set forth above. 
In ruling on 60(b) Motions, courts must be guided by the general policy in favor of 
deciding cases on their merits, as set forth in Avondale on Hayden, Inc. 658 P.2d 997. This 
general policy is followed by the federal courts applying the identical federal rule. See Patapojf 
v. Vollstedt's Inc., 267 F.2d 863, 865 (9th Cir., 1959) (holding that "Rule 60(b) is clearly 
designed to permit a desirable legal objective: that cases may be decided on their merits. The 
recent cases applying Rule 60(b) have uniformly held that it must be given a uniform 
construction"). The Admission regarding the validity of the Lien was a mistake, no final 
judgment has been entered in this case, and Riedesel will not be prejudiced by this Court's 
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granting First Federal the relief prayed for; therefore, this Court should relieve First Federal from 
the January Order. 
IV. 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
For the reasons set forth herein, this Court should allow the withdrawal of the Admission 
of law regarding the validity of the Lien, and as a consequence, then proceed to reconsider First 
Federal's Second Motion for Summary Judgment. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 11 (a)(2)(B) 
provides, in relevant part: "A motion for reconsideration of any interlocutory orders of the trial 
court may be made at any time before the entry of final judgment but not later than fourteen (14) 
days after the entry of the final judgment." This Rule "provides the authority for a district court 
to reconsider and vacate interlocutory orders so long as final judgment has not yet been ordered." 
Telford v. Neibaur, 130 Idaho 932, 934, 950 P.2d 1271, 1273 (1998). Under the legal standards 
applicable to this case, as set forth herein, this Court should allow First Federal to withdraw its 
Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, should grant First Federal relief from the January 
Order, should reconsider First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment, and then grant 
First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment. 
V. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons stated herein, First Federal respectfully requests that this Court allow 
First Federal to withdraw its mistake Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, relieve First 
Federal from the January Order, and reconsider this Court's April Order. 
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DATED THIS ~day of April, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ']jJlY'day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of 
the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
. Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
=tL Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_. _ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_1_ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
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FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Third Party Defendants. 
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JOHN S. RITCHIE, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney with the law firm of Coleman, Ritchie & Robertson, prior 
counsel of record for Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal") in the 
above-captioned matter. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge and can 
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testify as to the truth of the matters contained herein if called upon as a witness at the trial of this 
action. 
2. At the January 11,2010 hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment in this matter, 
I admitted that First Federal does "not have any argument with the validity of [Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s] October 27,2008 lien. We don't claim that it wasn't properly filed or 
signed or notarized or anything else, no. We think it is a valid lien." 
3. Prior to making that statement, I had never had a discussion with First Federal 
regarding the validity of Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s lien ("Riedesel's Lien"). First Federal 
never expressly authorized me to stipulate to the validity of Riedesel's Lien. 
4. Prior to making the statement, I had not seen a copy of the contract which 
allegedly supports Riedesel's Lien. 
5. At the time I made the statement, I had reviewed Riedesel's Lien and believed 
that it was verified by the oath of the claimant as required by Idaho Code section 45-507. 
6. At the time I made the statement, I believed and continue to believe that the 
Riedesel Lien was inferior to the Mortgage of First Federal and that was the focus of my 
argument to the Court. 
7. Upon further review of Riedesel's Lien, I believe that there is an arguable defect 
in the purported verification. In hindsight, I would not have conceded the validity of Riedesel's 
Lien and I believe that question of law should be decided by the Court. 
Further, your affiant sayeth naught. 
,/'/' Jo!m S. Ritchie 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
" I, jl/1Clche/{e. LClr5c~1 , a Notary Public, do hereby certify that on this 
2 gAday of April, 2010, personally appeared before me John S. Ritchie, who, being by me first 
duly sworn, declared that he is the former attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of 
Twin Falls, Plaintiff in the foregoing action, that he signed the foregoing document, and that the 
statements therein contained are true. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this certificate first above written. 
Notary Public for Idaho . / _ J 
Residing at _Ti~v-f.LiYl~..:--.:Fi;:l....!I" (c.:......'t5-/-/.;:::7=· c~....=.:::::c~ FL...:~~-·· __ 
My commission expires ___ I .l-'I OL...,,-;I=J'_-.JZ.L::..I.{)':""! /L..5~_ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3rP day of April, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN S. RITCHIE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO WITHDRA W ADMISSION AND RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF 
FROM ORDER by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
2C I 0 M~ Y - 7 PrJ 3: 0 1 
c y ____ . ________ _ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; Md RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
) DISCOVERY 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_b_en_d_M_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CounterdefendMt, ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-ClaimMt, 
vs. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-I 
) 
) 
) 
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) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
__________ C_r_o_ss_-_D_eD_e_nd_a_n_ts_. _____________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
------------~~----------------) 
TO: CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
• 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the DefendantiCounterclaimant, Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc., by and through its attorney of record, David W. Gadd, served DEFENDANT 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS 
BANK OF TWIN FALLS' FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION upon the Plaintiff on 
the j-l- day of May, 2010, by placing the original and copies thereof in the United States 
mail, postage prepaid, in an envelope, addressed as follows: 
Original: Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA WLEY LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
BOISE, ID 83701-1617 
DATED this ~ day of May, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BY~:~~~ 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - 2 000702
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
':1~ 
The undersigned certifies that on the _'_ I day of May, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty ~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Ryan T. McFarland ( ) Hand Delivered 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP ( ) Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 1617 ( ) Facsimile 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-3 
tx{ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
M.U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
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David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; ~d RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) 
) OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
) MOTIONTOWITHDRAW 
) ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) 
) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
) ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
__________ D_e_fl_en_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., ~ Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaim~t, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TIT AN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
COMES NOW DefendantiCounterclaimantiCross-claimantiThird-party Plaintiff Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by and through its counsel of record, and hereby files its objection 
to Plaintiff's Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(1) Motion for Relief from Order, and 
Motion for Reconsideration. 
ARGUMENT 
In its memorandum, Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First Federal") 
cites an array of authority upon which it bases its motion, including Rules 11 (a)(2)(B), IS(a), 
36(b), and 60(b) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. However, with perhaps the exception of 
Rule 11, none of the rules or the corresponding case law cited by First Federal is applicable to its 
motion. Moreover, with reference to Rule 11, First Federal has made no compelling argument
l 
that the Court incorrectly held that First Federal waived any and all arguments it may have had 
with regard to the validity of Riedesel's lien, as is necessary and appropriate to support First 
1 Indeed, as will be addressed, First Federal appears to have made no argument at all on this point. 
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Federal's motion for reconsideration. Rather, First Federal is simply seeking, again, "another bite 
at the apple." Accordingly, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court to deny First Federal's 
motion. 
First Federal's reliance upon Rules 15(a), 36(b), and 60(b) is misplaced, as these rules do 
not pertain to instances where a party abandons or waives an argument in open court. Rule 15(a) 
governs the amendment of pleadings. Idaho R. Civ. P. 15(a). First Federal's waiver did not 
involve a pleading. See Idaho R. Civ. P. 7(a). Therefore, Rule 15(a), and the standard set forth 
therein, is irrelevant to First Federal's motion. Similarly, Rule 36(b), which allows a party to 
withdraw or amend an admission made pursuant to Rule 36(a), is inapposite because First 
Federal's waiver did not involve a Rule 36(a) admission. 
Rule 60(b), which provides a mechanism for relief from final orders under certain 
circumstances, is likewise irrelevant because First Federal is not seeking relief from a final order 
or judgment. Even assuming a final order or judgment is implicated by First Federal's motion, 
First Federal seeks relief on the basis of its mistake oflaw, and, as First Federal notes in its brief, 
to obtain relief under Rule 60(b) on the basis of mistake, "[t]he mistake must be one of fact and 
not oflaw .... " Thomas v. Thomas, 119 Idaho 709, 711, 809 P.2d 1188, 1190 (Ct. App. 1991). 
Because First Federal acknowledges that any mistake it made was one of law, and not of fact, 
Rule 60(b) is irrelevant and does not provide a basis for relief. 
This leaves Rule 11(a)(2)(B) as the sole authority remaining on which First Federal's 
argument is based. However, First Federal makes no real argument with respect to its motion for 
reconsideration. Rather, after briefly establishing that the Court may reconsider an interlocutory 
order prior to final judgment, First Federal simply states, "Under the legal standards applicable to 
this case, as set forth herein, this Court should allow First Federal relief from the January Order, 
should reconsider First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment, and then grant First 
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Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment." Id. at p. 16. First Federal does not provide 
any authority or argument to explain why the Court erred in holding First Federal waived its 
arguments and should therefore reconsider and vacate its prior order. The Court's finding was 
well-reasoned and its reliance upon Franck-Teel v. State, 143 Idaho 664, 152 P.3d 25 (Ct. App. 
2006) was well-placed, and First Federal has failed to demonstrate, or even argue, to the 
contrary. Accordingly, First Federal's motion for reconsideration should be denied. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth, above, Riedesel respectfully requests the Court to deny Plaintiff's 
Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(1) Motion for Relief from Order, and Motion for 
Reconsideration. 
DATED this 10th day of May, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
BY~ Da~ . Gaad 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, and pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 56(f), respectfully files this Reply in Support of its Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion For A 
Continuance Of Hearing on Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Motion For Reconsideration 
("Riedesel's Motion"). 
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I. 
ARGUMENT 
A. First Federal Has Established Its Right To Rule S6(f) Relief. 
In its Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion, First Federal argued that the May 17, 2010 hearing on 
Riedesel's Motion, as noticed by Riedesel, nullifies this Court's April 15, 2010 Order granting 
First Federal's original Rule 56(f) Motion and deprives First Federal of its procedural rights 
under Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f). The May 17,2010 hearing makes First Federal's 
response to Riedesel's Motion due before First Federal can enjoy the benefits ofits discovery, 
which benefits Rule 56(f) and this Court's April 15 Order are designed to protect. 
In it is initial Rule 56(f) Motion, filed April 12, 2010, First Federal set forth the Idaho 
case law applicable to motions under this Rule, which, in summary, is that summary judgment is 
not to be entered until "after adequate time/or discovery." Jenkins v. Boise Cascade Corp., 141 
Idaho 233, 108 P.3d 380,386 (2005) (citing Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317,322-23 
(1986) (emphasis in the original). The Supreme Court of the United States has interpreted the 
identical federal rule "as requiring, rather than merely permitting, discovery 'where the 
nonmoving party has not had the opportunity to discover information that is essential to its 
opposition.'" Metabolife Int'l, Inc. v. Wornick, 264 F.3d 832, 846 (9th Cir. 2001) (quoting 
Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 250 n.5 (1986)). 
In its April 15, 2010 Order, this Court agreed with First Federal that Riedesel's Motion is 
in substance a motion for summary judgment, and granted First Federal the protections afforded 
by Rule 56(f). 
First Federal is not requesting an indefinite extension on hearing Riedesel's Motion, and 
First Federal has issued the written discovery and noticed the depositions it needs to respond to 
Riedesel's Motion. Since the Court's January 25,2010, decision on First Federal's first Motion 
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for Summary Judgment, First Federal has retained new counsel and worked diligently to conduct 
discovery and bring this matter to a resolution. As reflected in this Court's file, since the January 
25 Order, First Federal has filed or responded to mUltiple motions, attended the deposition of 
Jason Meyerhoeffer in Twin Falls, attended the hearing on First Federal's Second Motion for 
Summary Judgment before this Court, served written discovery, and noticed the depositions of 
Riedesel and Aaron Wert. Thus, granting this Renewed Motion will neither inordinately delay 
this case, nor will it grant First Federal an unfair advantage. As there has been no scheduling 
order issued and no trial date set in this case, Riedesel will not be prejudiced by the Court's grant 
ofthe Rule 56(f) Motion. 
Riedesel argues in response to this Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion that First Federal's Rule 
56(j) motion is based solely upon its desire to depose Aaron Wert and to receive a copy of the 
engineering contact and copies of correspondence from and to Riedesel, which will not elicit any 
information First Federal does not already possess. Riedesel's statement that First Federal's 
Rule 56(f) Motion is based upon First Federal's desire to depose Riedesel and obtain copies of 
Riedesel's communications with the various parties involved in this case is correct, but 
Riedesel's argument is misguided. This case concerns communications made years ago to and 
about various corporate entities and their employees. In the intervening months and years, some 
of those corporate entities have filed for bankruptcy, and some of the employees to whom 
communications might have been directed are no longer employed by the parties involved in this 
lawsuit. Riedesel may testify or have documents regarding communications bearing on the 
quasi-estoppel issue which First Federal does not have or can not identify. So, yes, First 
Federal's Rule 56(f) Motion is based on First Federal's desire to obtain written discovery and 
take the deposition of Riedesel; Rule 56(f) grants First Federal the right to engage in such 
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reasonable discovery. If, as Riedesel argues, that discovery will not "elicit any information or 
documentation material to the quasi-estoppel issue that First Federal does not already have in its 
possession" (see Riedesel's Objection To Plaintiff's Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion For A 
Continuance Of Hearing, p. 5), then Riedesel's Motion can come on for hearing shortly after that 
discovery will have been conducted, and both First Federal and Riedesel will enjoy the due 
process rights granted them under the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. If, on the other hand, 
Riedesel possesses information which would aid First Federal's defense of Riedesel's claimed 
lien priority, Riedesel cannot justify denying First Federal the right to discover that information 
prior to the hearing on Riedesel's Motion. By granting the renewed Rule 56(f) Motion, this 
Court can protect all the parties' due process rights and no party will be prejudiced. 
II. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth herein, and in First Federal's Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion, and in 
First Federal's original Rule 56(f) Motion filed April 12, 2010, First Federal respectfully 
requests that this Court continue the hearing on Riedesel's Motion to allow First Federal to 
conduct and review discovery necessary to prepare an adequate response to Riedesel's Motion. 
DATED THIS -ll!- day of May, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
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Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, respectfully submits this Reply in 
Support of its Motion To Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(1) Motion For Relief From Order, 
and Motion for Reconsideration. 
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I. 
INTRODUCTION 
In this case, the Court must weigh Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s ("Riedesel") and First 
Federal's competing claims of a priority interest in the property at issue (the "Property"). This 
Court must also balance two competing errors - one made by Riedesel in perfecting its claimed 
lien in the first instance, and one made by the former attorney for First Federal at a hearing 
before this Court occasioned by Riedesel's invalid mechanic's lien ("Riedesel's Lien"). 
Riedesel's error is both fundamental and fatal in that it relates to Riedesel's burden of 
establishing the facial validity of its lien, and has resulted in significant litigation expenses for 
both Riedesel and First Federal over the life of this lawsuit. First Federal's prior counsel's error, 
on the other hand, is not fatal because it is remediable at virtually no cost to either parties or the 
Court: the controlling case law regarding First Federal's prior counsel's error indicates that in 
certain situations, a duty exists to remedy such an error where refusal of remedy ''would be 
inequitable and when ... all parties to the action will, by [remedying the error] be placed in 
exactly the same condition they were in before it was made." Call v. Marler, 89 Idaho 120, 127, 
403 P.2d 588, 592 (1965). 
A decision on this Motion will enforce either the error of Riedesel or of First Federal's 
counsel, and excuse the error of the other. Enforcing the error of First Federal's counsel while 
excusing the error of Riedesel would result in enforcement of Riedesel's invalid lien, directly 
contrary to controlling statute and the decisions ofIdaho's appellate courts; enforcing the error of 
Riedesel and excusing the error of First Federal's counsel, however, is mandated by applicable 
law, and will allow a decision to be made on the merits of this case. 
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II. 
ARGUMENT 
A. First Federal Has Established That The Mistaken Admission Should Be Withdrawn. 
As set forth by First Federal in its Memorandum In Support of Motion To Withdraw 
Admission, Rule 60(b)(l) Motion For Relief From Order, and Motion For Reconsideration 
("Motion to Withdraw Admission"), the primary reason that this Court should allow First 
Federal to withdraw its prior counsel's Admission concerning the validity of Riedesel's Lien is 
that the Admission relates to a matter oflaw. Whether deemed an admission oflaw, a statement 
o flaw , or a stipulation of law, the Admission is not binding on the Court and should not be 
binding on First Federal where "enforcement ... would be inequitable and when ... all parties to 
the action will, by vacating the stipulation, be placed in exactly the same condition they were in 
before it was made." Call, 403 P.2d at 592 (internal citations omitted); see also In re Universe 
Life Insurance Co., 144 Idaho 751, 759-60, 171 P.3d 242,250-51 (2007). In its Opposition to 
First Federal's Motion to Withdraw Admission, Riedesel makes no response whatsoever to this 
primary argument for withdrawal of the Admission. 
First Federal then established that if the Court does not view the mistaken Admission as 
an admission oflaw, then the Admission must necessarily be deemed an admission offact, in 
which case First Federal should be allowed to withdraw the admission under standards 
applicable to judicial admissions. See Dixon Diary Farms, Inc. v. Conagra Feed Co., 245 
Ga.App. 836, 837, 538 S.E.2d 897, 899 (Ct. App. 2000) and Sun Valley Potato Growers v. Texas 
Refinery Corp., 139 Idaho 761, 765, 86 P.3d 475, 479 (2004). Those standards include those set 
forth in Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 36(b) (see McCoy v. West Building Materials of Georgia, 
Inc., 232 Ga.App. 620, 502 S.E.2d 559,560-61 (Ct. App. 1998) and American Automobile 
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Assoc. v. AAA Legal Clinic of Jefferson Crooke, 930 F.2d 1117, 1120 (5th Cir. 1991)), and those 
set forth in Idaho Code section 15(a) (see Swanson v. State, 83 Idaho 126,358 P.2d 387 (1961». 
Under the standards set forth in either rule, First Federal should be pennitted to withdraw its 
prior counsel's Admission regarding the validity of Riedesel's Lien so that this case can be 
decided on its merits and because Riedesel will not be prejudiced. 
B. If This Court Finds That The Admission Is An Admission Of Fact, This Court 
Should Grant First Federal Relief From the January Order Under Rule 60(b)(1). 
If this Court views the mistaken Admission as an admission of law, this Court need not 
evaluate First Federal's Motion to Withdraw under Idaho Rule Civil Procedure 60(b)(1). If, 
however, this Court views the mistaken Admission as an admission offact, and inasmuch as this 
Court found at the hearing on First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment (transcript 
on file in this action, p. 22:19-20) that First Federa1's Second Motion For Summary Judgment 
was not a motion for reconsideration, relief is proper under Rule 60(b )(1). 
As First Federal has established, via the Affidavit of John Ritchie: the mistaken 
Admission was a mistake of prior counsel, not of First Federal itself; the mistaken Admission 
was the result of prior counsel's focus on the legal arguments related to the priority of First 
Federal's interests in the Property; First Federal has a meritorious defense to the validity of 
Riedese1's Lien; Riedesel will not be unfairly prejudiced by this Court's relieving First Federal 
from it's prior counsel's Admission; and First Federal has acted diligently to correct the mistaken 
Admission. See Avondale on Hayden. Inc. v. Hall, 104 Idaho 321, 325,658 P.2d 992, 996 (Ct. 
App. 1983). For all ofthese reasons, good cause exists for, and injustice will be prevented by, 
relieving First Federal from the January Order, to the extent such Order is predicated on the 
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mistaken Admission of First Federal's prior counsel concerning the validity of Riedesel' s Lien. 
See Cross v. Moulton, 114 Idaho 884, 886, 761 P.2d 1236, 1238 (Ct. App. 1988). 
C. For The Reasons Set Forth Above, This Court Should Reconsider First Federal's 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment. 
Whether the mistaken Admission of First Federal's prior counsel regarding the validity of 
Riedesel's Lien is viewed as an admission oflaw or an admission offact, and whether this Court 
grants First Federal relief under Rule 60(b)(1), or pursuant to the standards under Rules 36(b) or 
IS(a) applicable to judicial admission of fact, First Federal requests that this Court reconsider 
First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment in light of the withdrawn Admission. 
D. Riedesel Has Not Provided This Court Any Reason To Deny First Federal's Motion 
To Withdraw Admission. 
In its Opposition to First Federal's Motion to Withdraw Admission, Riedesel utterly fails 
to respond to the substance of First Federal's Motion. Riedesel does not challenge First 
Federal's characterization of the mistaken Admission as an admission of law, and makes no 
response whatsoever to First Federal's citation to the legal authority governing admissions of 
law. Therefore, if the Court agrees that the Admission relates to a matter of law, Riedesel has 
not provided this Court any basis for not relieving First Federal from the mistaken Admission. 
Riedesel has made two unrelated arguments, to which First Federal responds as follows: 
• First, Riedesel accuses First Federal of "simply seeking, again 'another bite at the 
apple.'" That characterization is inaccurate. First Federal has never had aftrst bite at the apple, 
i.e., First Federal has never obtained a ruling on its challenge to the facial validity of Riedesel's 
Lien. As argued above, the Court should allow First Federal to withdraw the mistaken 
Admission oflaw and should address the merits of First Federal's challenge to the validity of 
Riedesel's Lien. First Federal is not asking this Court to permit First Federal a "fishing 
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expedition," to open up new discovery in the hopes that First Federal might subsequently 
discover a new challenge to Riedesel's Lien - First Federal has already identified the facial 
invalidity of Riedesel's Lien, and no new discovery or new evidence is needed from either party 
to adjudicate this meritorious defense to Riedesel's claim. In fact, due to First Federal's Second 
Motion For Summary Judgment, no new briefing is needed from either party on the issue either. 
• Second, Riedesel argues that this Court's reliance on Franck-Teel v. State, 143 
Idaho 664, 152 P.3d 25 (Ct. App. 2006) was well-placed. As the Court raised Franck-Tee! sua 
sponte at the hearing on First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment, First Federal 
did not have a chance to respond to it previously. Franck-Teel is, in fact, not applicable to this 
case and should not be relied on by the Court for the following reasons: 
First, Franck-Teel involves, as pointed out by this Court, a petition for post-conviction 
relief, an issue unrelated to the dispute between Riedesel and First Federal. 
More importantly, Franck-Teel does not involve an admission or stipulation of law, but 
Frank-Teel's abandonment of three claims she had set forth in her application for post-conviction 
relief. Franck-Teel, 152 P.3d at 670. Permitting Frank-Teel to later go back and relitigate those 
abandoned claims would theoretically have involved opening up the entire case on wholly 
different grounds. The mistaken Admission concerning the validity of Riedesel's Lien that Fist 
Federal seeks to withdraw does not relate to an entire claim originally asserted and then 
abandoned by First Federal, nor does it involve reopening the case for discovery or additional 
briefing. 
Most importantly, Franck-Teel first challenged the trial court's dismissal of the 
abandoned claims on appeal- it does not appear that Franck-Tee! ever asked the trial court to 
reconsider its finding that Franck-Teet abandoned claims or to allow Franck-Teel to withdraw 
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such abandonment. By contrast, First Federal is asking this Court, prior to appeal, to permit the 
mistaken Admission regarding the validity of Riedesel's Lien to be withdrawn. First Federal has 
cited to controlling authority that when a timely request is made to the trial court for withdrawal 
ofan admission of law, grant of the withdrawal is appropriate. Call, 403 P.2d at 592. 
Finally, the Court of Appeals noted that Franck-Teet would be entitled to relief from her 
abandonment of claims if she could show that "she did not knowingly, voluntarily, and 
intelligently waive those grounds through her counsel at the hearing." Franck-Teel, 152_P.3d at 
670. As set forth in the Affidavit of John Ritchie filed with First Federal's Motion to Withdraw 
Admission, the mistaken Admission was made by First Federal's attorney, without the 
knowledge or consent of First Federal. First Federal did not, therefore, "knowingly, voluntarily, 
and intelligently waive [its right to challenge the validity of Riedesel's Lien] through [its] 
counsel at the hearing," and, in fact, has timely and diligently pursued its right to retract the 
mistaken Admission and challenge Riedesel's Lien. 
III. 
CONCLUSION 
First Federal respectfully requests that this Court allow First Federal to withdraw its 
mistaken Admission regarding the validity of the Lien, relieve First Federal from the January 
Order, and reconsider First Federal's Second Motion For Summary Judgment. 
DATED THIS ~ay of May, 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
T cFarland, ISB No. 7347 
eys for Plaintiff 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(I) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 8 
30470.0177.1909142.2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~day of May, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND MOTION FOR 
RECONSID ERA TION by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
....:f... U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail ~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
__ Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
Ryan t. McFarland 
V 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
ADMISSION, RULE 60(B)(1) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER, AND 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 9 
30470.0177.1909142.2 
000723
• • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
DISTRIC~·"'" 
Fifth Jur.ij.;;;.::; , '''' . Judge: Randy J. Stoker Courtroom # 2 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
J~1J~dj~ 
Plaintiff. ) 
Vs 
~,<t/lll~ , 
(f4'thad) 
Defendant. 
Plaintiff: '--?ht-J~ . 
, 
Defendant: .l; ~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Court Minutes 
DATE: 
5-17-IQ 
Other: 
County of lWin Fait'} .• S,~1t. 0; iditi III 
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By---t-l __ _ 
tA c~ 
DeputyCIe"" 
TIME: 
/0; otJ AA1.. 
"00: Lfy) !!DJdI: v4u; &61: tcR.I..P4i~ ib~: &w~.<r"­
. ~~ ~ Mf .f:g QL(JR.uU.tMid< dt,otLtUdJ.P ~ 
(& d&f2 * &hf~~0 
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• • QISTRIC;T COURT co~~:~~dFlcla' District 
nail •• State of i::.;i;o 
MAY 28 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S 
) MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
) ADMISSION, RULE 60(b)(1) 
) MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM 
) ORDER AND MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ :) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 60(b)(1) MOTION 
FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER AND MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION -1 000725
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PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
This matter came before this Court on Plaintiff's Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 
60(b)(1) Motion for Relief from Order and Motion for Reconsideration ("Motion") on May 17, 
2010. Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls was represented by its attorney of 
record, Ryan T. McFarland, of the firm Hawley, Troxell, Ennis & Hawley, LLP; Defendant, 
Riedesel Engineering, Inc. was represented by its attorney of record, David W. Gadd, ofthe firm 
of Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.C. No other parties appeared at the hearing. The Court, 
having considered the pleadings, motions, and memoranda on file and the oral argument of the 
parties, and recognizing this matter as one of discretion, and for the reasons stated on the record at 
the hearing on May 17,2010, hereby orders as follows: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs Motion is DENIED in its entirety. 
Dated this ~ day of f'0-r), 2010. 
District 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 60(b)(1) MOTION 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the )2 day of Z7J~ ,2010, she caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served up the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty tJ Hand Delivery Ryan T. McFarland US. Mail 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen tJ Hand Delivery Attorney at Law US. Mail 
P.O. Box 276 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Burley, Idaho 83318 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Robert E. Williams t~ Hand Delivery WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP US. Mail 
P.O. Box 168 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
Timothy J. Stover [ ] Hand Delivery 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.c. [v1 US. Mail 
P.O. Box 5226 [ ] Overnight Courier 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 [ ] Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW ADMISSION, RULE 60(b)(1) MOTION 
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DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of TwIn Falla· State of Idaho 
JUN 15 2010 
. Cler1l By ~ II ',00 ANI. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRM:ICrl=FHO~Ft-----'1--=--;De=p=uty-=c""'ler1l' 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc., eta!. 
Defendant(s). 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) ORDER FOR SCHEDULING 
) CONFERENCE AND ORDER 
) RE: MOTION PRACTICE 
) 
) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned case is scheduled for a 
scheduling conference to commence on August 9.2010 at 10:00 am at the Twin 
Falls Judicial Courthouse, 427 Shoshone Street North, Twin Falls, Idaho. 
The purpose of the conference will be to enter a scheduling order regarding the 
deadlines contained in the attached schedule. All parties must appear at this time in 
person or by counsel. Counsel must be the handling attorney, or be fully familiar with 
the case and have authority to bind his/her client and law firm on all matters set forth in 
I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
In lieu of this scheduling conference, all parties may stipulate to deadlines and 
other information required in the enclosed Stipulation for Scheduling and Planning. 
This stipulation must be completed and signed by all parties, and filed with the court at 
least three (3) working days before the scheduling conference. The hearing will not 
be vacated until: 1) the attached stipulation is received by the court; and 2) counsel 
has contacted the court's clerk at the number set forth below to confirm that the hearing 
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is vacated. The foregoing notwithstanding, THE STIPULATION MAY NOT ALTER THE 
TIME REQUIREMENTS SPECIFIED IN THIS ORDER. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the following shall apply to motions filed in this 
case. 
1. SCHEDULING AND HEARINGS. The Court holds its regular civil law and 
motion calendar on alternating Mondays (or Wednesdays following holidays) 
commencing at 9:00 A.M. Scheduling conferences and miscellaneous matters shall be 
heard starting at 9:00 A.M. Motions shall be heard commencing at 10:00 A.M. Absent 
an order shortening time, all motion practice other than motions for summary judgment 
will be governed by I.R.C.P. 7. As a matter of courtesy, counsel are expected to 
contact the Court's Deputy Clerk, Dorothy McMullen (phone 208-736-4036) to schedule 
hearings and to confirm the availability of opposing counsel for proposed hearing dates. 
ANY MAnER REQUIRING TESTIMONY TOTALLING MORE THAN 30 MINUTES 
SHALL NOT BE SCHEDULED ON THE COURT'S REGULAR MOTION CALENDAR. 
As an accommodation to out-of-town counsel and parties, hearings on any pretrial 
motion (except scheduling conferences, motions for summary judgment, motions in 
limine or hearings at which testimony is to be offered) may be conducted by telephone 
conference call pursuant to I.R.C.P. 7(b) (4). Unless ordered by the court, telephone 
conferences will be held ONLY if all counsel so stipulate and the court approves that 
stipulation. Counsel requesting a hearing by conference call will be responsible for 
arranging for placement of the call and the cost thereof. The telephone conference 
must be pre-arranged by the Wednesday preceding the date of the hearing. 
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MOTIONS GENERALLY (applies to every motion). 
a. One additional copy marked or stamped "Judge's Copy" of any 
motion and opposing papers (including affidavits, and briefs) must be 
submitted to the judge's chambers when such documents are filed or 
lodged with the clerk of the court. If a party relies upon any case 
decided by an appellate court outside of Idaho, a copy of such case 
must be attached to the copy of the brief submitted to the judge's 
chambers. 
b. The amount of time each side will be allotted for oral argument on a 
motion will be set by the court. 
c. If a notice of hearing is not filed within fourteen (14) days after the 
motion is filed, the motion will be deemed withdrawn. 
2. MOTIONS TO COMPEL DISCOVERY. 
a. A motion to compel discovery must contain a certification as required 
by IRCP 37(a) (2) (that efforts were made to resolve the dispute before 
the motion was filed). 
The motion to compel must SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THAT PORTION 
OF THE DISCOVERY AT ISSUE and CONTAIN A STATEMENT OF 
REQUESTED RELIEF. 
b. Reasonable expenses incurred when successfully prosecuting or 
opposing a motion to compel discovery shall be awarded as provided 
in Rule 37(a)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
3. MOTIONS FOR FULL OR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT. 
a. The party moving for summary judgment shall prepare as separate 
documents: (a) a motion; (b) a legal memorandum containing a 
written statement of reasons and legal authority in support of the 
motion, and (c) a concise statement of the claimed undisputed 
material facts alleged by movant. Each statement of facts shall 
include a reference to the particular place in the record which supports 
the claimed fact. The legal memorandum shall ALSO include a 
statement, supported by authority, of the elements of any claim or 
defense relevant to the motion. 
b. The party opposing a motion for summary judgment shall prepare as 
separate documents: (a) a legal memorandum containing a written 
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statement of reasons in opposition to the motion, and (b) a concise 
statement of claimed genuine issues of material fact and/or which are 
material facts omitted from the moving party's statement of facts. 
Each statement of a fact shall include a reference to the particular 
place in the record which supports the factual dispute. The legal 
memorandum shall include a statement, supported by authority, of the 
elements of any claim or defense relevant to the motion. 
c. The schedule for serving briefs and affidavits shall be as set forth in 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(c). THESE TIME REQUIREMENTS 
SHALL BE STRICTLY COMPLIED WITH. 
d. The hearing on a motion for summary judgment will be set AFTER the 
moving party has submitted the motion, legal memorandum and 
statement of facts. The hearing date can then be obtained from the 
judge's court clerk. 
DATED this \<;" day Of-;.~r=.::.=... __ _ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned certifies that on the 15th day of June, 2010, she caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE AND 
ORDER RE: MOTION PRACTICE to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Plaintiff's Counsel: 
Stephen Hardesty 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 1617 
Boise ID 83701-1617 
Mailed~ Courthouse Mailbox __ Faxed __ 
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. .~.I- "" I' ,. .'V ~. c' l J' ... .. t~y 
Randy J. Stql(~JI' /' '-~ 
District Judge~ 
il ox.
--
Defendant's Counsel: 
Kent D Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
• 
Mailed (' Courthouse Mailbox 
Timothy J Stover 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
--
Mailed I Courthouse Mailbox __ 
Robert E. Williams III 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 168 
Jerome I D 83338-0168 
Mailed (' Courthouse Mailbox. __ 
• 
Faxed 
--
Faxed __ 
Faxed 
--
~4?~ Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) STIPULATION FOR 
) SCHEDULING AND PLANNING 
) 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. ) 
) 
Defendant(s). 
The above parties hereby stipulate to the following scheduling deadlines: 
A. EXPERT WITNESSES 
(Plaintiff's experts) 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on which the 
witness is expected to testify. 
2. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required by 
Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
3. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of the 
plaintiff's initial expert witnesses. 
(Defendant's experts) 
4. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on 
which the witness is expected to testify. 
5. days before trial, defendant shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
6. days before trial, plaintiff shall complete any depositions of the 
defendant's expert witnesses. 
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(Plaintiff's rebuttal experts) 
7. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial to rebut new information or issues disclosed 
or raised by the defendant. 
8. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding the rebuttal expert 
witnesses. 
9. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of 
the plaintiff's rebuttal expert witnesses. 
B. LAY WITNESSES 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
2. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
3. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each lay witness 
(excluding impeachment witnesses) plaintiff intends to call at trial to rebut new 
information or issues disclosed or raised by the defendant. 
4. _____ days before trial, all parties shall complete any depositions of lay 
witnesses. 
C. DEADLINES FOR INITIATING DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial is the last day for serving interrogatories, 
requests for production, requests to permit entry upon land or other property, and 
requests for admission. 
2. _____ days before trial is the last day for filing motions for a physical or 
mental examination. 
D. DEADLINE FOR SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial, all parties must serve any supplemental 
response to discovery required by Rule 26(e) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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E. PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
1. ______ days before trial is the last day to file motions to add additional 
parties to the lawsuit. 
2. days before trial is the last day to file a motion to amend the 
claims between existing parties to the lawsuit, including to add a claim for punitive 
damages. 
3. All other non-dispositive pre-trial motions (including, but not 
limited to motions in limine) must be filed and heard not less than fourteen (14) days 
before trial. 
F. TRIAL SETTING 
1. This case can be set for a trial to commence on or after _____ _ 
Note, that absent extremely compelling circumstances, no case will be set for 
trial more than 510 days from the date of filing the complaint. 
2. It is estimated that the trial will take ____ days. 
3. This case is to be tried as a: 
court trial 
----
___ -....Jiury trial 
4. Parties preference for trial dates: (Please confer and complete. Do not 
attach "unavailable dates"). 
(a) Week of Tuesday, __________ , 20_. 
(b) Week of Tuesday, ,20_. 
(c) Week of Tuesday, , 20_. 
5. The parties will submit a pretrial conference memorandum pursuant to 
I,R.C.P. 16(d), which shall be filed with the Clerk no later than seven (7) days before the 
pre-trial conference. The Memorandum may be filed as a joint submission or 
separately. 
G. MEDIATION 
1. The parties agree to mediation: Yes_ No 
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2. If yes: 
a. The parties agree to submit to mediation with a mediator mutually 
agreed upon. 
b. Mediation shall begin _____ days prior to trial. 
c. Unless otherwise agreed in writing between the parties, the cost of 
mediation shall be equally divided between the parties. 
The parties reserve the right to amend this stipulation by agreement of all 
parties, subject to Court approval; each party reserves the right to seek 
amendment hereof by Court order, and to request further status conferences for 
such purpose, in accordance with !.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
Appearances: 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Defendant(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Other Parties: 
Date: 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) REQUEST FOR 
) SUPPLEMENTATION OF PRIOR 
) DISCOVERY RESPONSES 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTATION OF PRIOR DISCOVERY RESPONSES-1 
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PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, IN C.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
TO: PlaintiffiCounterdefendant, FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS ("First Federal"), and its attorneys of record, Stephen C. Hardesty and Ryan T. McFarland 
of the law firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP: 
Defendant/Counterdaimant, RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. ("Riedesel"), by and 
through its counsel of record, Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.C., hereby requests First 
Federal, pursuant to Rule 26(e) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, to supplement its prior 
answers and responses to the Interrogatories and the Requests for Production propounded by 
Riedesel previously to the extent there is additional information and/or documentation. If there is 
no information and/or documentation in addition to the information and documentation 
previously provided to Riedesel by First Federal, and First Federal's prior answers and responses 
are current, complete, and correct, please provide a statement so indicating. 
REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTATION OF PRIOR DISCOVERY RESPONSES - 2 
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DATED this 14th day of June, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
BY:~~ 
David W. Gadd 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 14th day of June, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty [ ] Hand Delivery 
Ryan T. McFarland rxl U.S. Mail 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP [ ] Overnight Courier 
P.O. Box 1617 lXl Facsimile Transmission 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
Williams Meservy & Lothspeich, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
ckl [ ] 
[ ] 
[J 
[ ] 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 324-3135 
DAVID W. GADD 
REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTATION OF PRIOR DISCOVERY RESPONSES - 3 000739
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
) DISCOVERY 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D __ e£_en_d_an __ ts_. _________________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-l 
) 
) 
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vs. 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
--------------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
• 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that DefendantiCounterclaimant RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., by and through its attorney of record, served RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS upon the Plaintiff on the 14th day of June, 2010, by placing a true and correct copy 
thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid, in an envelope, addressed as follows: 
Copy Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
The original of Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Second Set of Interrogatories and Requests 
for Production of Documents to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls shall be retained at the 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY-2 000741
• • 
offices of WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC for a period of at least one (1) year after 
the final disposition of this action. 
DATED this 14th day of June, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By ~Cc) 
David W. Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 14th day of June, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty '&..) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Ryan T. McFarland ( ) Hand Delivered 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP ( ) Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 1617 ("tJ Facsimile 
BOISE,ID 83701-1617 (208) 954-5223 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY - 3 
00 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
David W. Gadd 
000742
• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• DISTRICT COURT Fifth Judicia! Digtric~ County of TwIn Falls· Statu (;·f lei.,)!) 
JUN 17 2010 
By----tf----~:::::M 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterc1aimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 
56(f) MOTION FOR A CONTINUANCE 
OF HEARING 
ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 1 
30470.0177.1918450.1 
000743
• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
----------------------------) 
• 
Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls' ("First Federal") Renewed Rule 56(f) 
Motion For A Continuance Of Hearing was filed with the Court, and a hearing was held thereon, 
on May 17, 2010. Based on the arguments presented to the Court at the hearing, the Court's file 
in this matter, and good cause appearing therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that First Federal's Renewed Rule 56(f) Motion For A 
Continuance Of Hearing is GRANTED. Riedesel Engineering, Inc. shall not file a notice of 
ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 2 
30470.0177.1918450.1 
000744
• • 
hearing on its pending Motion for Reconsideration prior to August 1, 2010, and neither First 
Federal nor Riedesel shall file a Motion for Summary Judgment prior to August 1,2010. This 
date may be extended by stipulation of the parties, or upon a showing of good cause. 
DATED THIS --B- dayofJune, 2010. 
ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 3 
30470.0177.1918450.1 
000745
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this JL day of June, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the 
following: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
[Attorneys for First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls] 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.954.5236 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the Court 
ORDER GRANTING RENEWED RULE 56(F) MOTION FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING - 4 
30470.0177.1918450.1 
000746
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• 
Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell Page 3 
• CJfST RICl COURT 
TWIN FAllS CO. IDAHO 
FILED 
2010 JUt 14 AM 10: 35 
BY __ 
-~-Ci1RK 
. -. DEPUTY 
IN TIlE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 'S SECOND SET 
OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 1 
30470.0177.1987565.1 
000747
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
VS. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ----------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell Page 4 
• 
PiaintiffFirst Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its 
attorneys of record, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP ("Hawley Troxell"), respectfully files 
this Motion For Extension Of Time In Responding To Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s Second Set 
Of Interrogatories And Requests For Production Of Documents To First Federal Savings Bank 
Of Twin Falls. 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 2 
30470.0177.1987565.' 
000748
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• • 
On June 14, 2010, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") served First Federal with 
Riedesel's Second Set Of Interrogatories And Requests For Production Of Documents To First 
Federal Savings Bank. Of Twin Falls ("Discovery Requests"). First Federal's responses to the 
Discovery Requests are due July 14, 2010. Hawley Troxell has identified a conflict of interest 
which prevents Hawley Troxell from continuing to represent First Federal in this action, and is 
actively coordinating transfer of this matter from Hawley Troxell to new counsel; as of the filing 
ofthis motion, Hawley Troxell has not yet been advised as to who has been retained to represent 
First Federal in Hawley Troxell's stead. First Federal therefore requests that a reasonable 
extension of time be granted to First Federal to retain new counsel to assist First Federal in 
responding to the Discovery Requests. 
There are no imminent deadlines in this action such that Riedesel would be prejudiced by 
the Court's granting the extension requested herein. 
I. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth herein, First Federal requests a reasonable extension of time to 
respond to Riedesel's Discovery Requests. 
DATED THIS l Uf tiday ofJuly. 2010. 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SA VINaS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 3 
30470.Q177.1987~5.1 
000749
k
G
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• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this lI:.aay of July, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy ofthe foregoing MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK 
OF TWIN FALLS by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
~ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
'() Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
r 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
-f- Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 4 
30470.0177.1987565.1 
000750
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
nncfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Hawley Troxell Page 7 
• ()\Sl RICl COURT TWIN FALLS CO. mAHO 
FILED 
2010 JUL ,.. AM 10: 31 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
AFFIDAVIT OF RY AN T. 
MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME IN 
RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 'S SECOND SET 
OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST 
FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 1 
30470.0177.1987564.1 
000751
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
Hawley Troxell 
• 
RY AN T. MCFARLAND, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
1. I am an attorney with the law finn of Haw ley Troxell Ennis & Haw ley LLP 
Page 8 
("Hawley Troxell"), currently counsel of record for Plaintifi' First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST 
FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 2 
30470.0177.1987564.1 
000752
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• • 
Falls ("First Federal") in the above-captioned matter. I make this affidavit based upon my own 
personal knowledge and can testify as to the truth of the matters contained herein if called upon 
as a witness at the trial of this action. 
2. Hawley Troxell has recently identified a conflict ofinterest which prevents 
Hawley Troxell from continuing to represent First Federal in this matter. Hawley Troxell is 
advised that First Federal is actively seeking to retain substitute counsel in this action, but 
Hawley Troxell has not yet been advised which substitute counsel has been retained. 
3. As Hawley Troxell can no longer, under the Idaho Rules of Professional Conduct, 
represent First Federal in this matter, including assisting First Federal in responding to Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 's Second Set OfInterrogatories And Requests For Production Of Documents 
To First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls (the "Discovery Requests"), and as substitute 
counsel will need additional time in which to familiarize himselV'herselfwith the matter 
sufficient to assist First Federal in responding to the Discovery Requests, First Federal will 
require a reasonable extension oftime to respond to the Discovery Requests. 
Further, your affiant sayeth naught. 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST 
FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 3 
30470.0177.1967564.1 
000753
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• • 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
J1'~ i.YM II. TUNING ,a Notary Public, do hereby certify that on this 
.a=aay of July, 2010, personally appeared before me Ryan T. McFarland, who, being by me 
first duly sworn, declared that he is an attorney of record for First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin 
Falls, Plaintiff in the foregoing action, that he signed the foregoing document, and that the 
statements therein contained are true. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the 
day and year in this certificate first above written. 
AFFIDAVIT OF RY AN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. 'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST 
FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN FALLS - 4 
30470.0177.19875641 
000754
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.. • • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this r:r day of July, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERlNG, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy 1. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneys for Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail + Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
-¥- Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
E-mail 
l- Telecopy: 208.324.3135 
RyantGJarland / ' 
/ / {// 
AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN T. MCFARLAND IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 
FEDERAL'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN RESPONDING TO 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO FIRST 
FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK. OF TWIN FALLS - 5 
30470.0177 .1987564.1 
000755
If 07-22-'10 09:49 FROM-Worst Fitzgerald 
~V .• 
Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P .L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls. Idaho 83303·5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Fa(;simile~ (208) 736-9929 
208-736-9929 
Altorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering. Inc. 
• 
T-953 P0002/0004 F-125 
[Jl51 RICI COURT 
TWIN FAJ..L S CO.IQ,tl.HO 
, ;LED 
lOIO JUL 22 AM 9: 56 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
VB. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) NOTICE OF HEARlNG ON 
) PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
) EXTENSION OF TIME 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
-----------------------------
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant. 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefclldant,._--...------ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERfNO,1Nc., an idaho ") 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF BEARING ON PLAL~TlFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME-1 
000756
~-------------------------------------------------
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• 
vs. ) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES. INC.; TITA~ ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
----~~-=-=~~-------------, lUEDES12L ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho I 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Third-party P1aintiff~ ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing ) 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I~X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS I-XV ) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That Riedesel Engineering, Inc. desires a hearing on Plaintiffs 
Motion for ExTension of Time In Responding to Riedesel Engineering. Inc. 's Second Set of 
Interrogatories And Requests For Production of Doc-uments to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls before the Honorable Randy 1. Stoker in the Disuict Courtroom of the T\\01n Falls County 
Courthouse, Twin Falls, Idaho, on the 9th day of August, 2010 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter 
as counsel can be heard, 
DATED this 22nd day of July. 2010. .~'-1 
..•.... / 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC. 
....... ) " 
.' ... /'. ",,/'" 
..' -" /' ,7' ~'--.. ' 
." ,.' t' /". <-.~ .~ 
By_---,-,.L-/.,··· .-,o::~/_.,,, . ...;..' _., -'"_.'-' --~-
1jmt5thy J. Stover 
~ttomeys for Riedesel Engin.eering, Inc. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAIN'flFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 22nd day of July, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the follo~ing persons in the following manner: 
Stephen C. Hardesty 
Ryan T. McFarland 
rIA WLEY 1)ZOXI::LL ENN1S & HAWLEY LLP 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701~1617 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH. LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
[ ] 
[X] 
[ j 
(X] 
[ ] 
[X] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
(X] 
[ 1 
[ ] 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mall 
Overnight Coufler 
Facsinule Transmission 
(208) 954-5223 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile Transmission 
(208) 878-3368 
Hand Delivery 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Courier ,,'-'_"'/ 
Facsimile Transmission ,,' 
(208) 324-313~ ,.' 
NOTlCl:, OF REARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME - 3 
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Stephen C. Hardesty, ISB No. 4214 
Ryan T. McFarland, ISB No. 7347 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HA WLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: 208.344.6000 
Facsimile: 208.954.5223 
Email: shardesty@hawleytroxell.com 
rmcfarland@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
• 
ZOIO JUL 28 AM 10: 08 
BY 
. ~Ri{-
~--OEP(Jrv 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 1 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF 
COUNSEL 
30470.0177.1999879.1 
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• 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV, 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) 
TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the firm of Holden Kidwell Hahn & Crapo, PLLC is hereby 
substituted as attorneys of record for Plaintiff First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls in the 
above-entitled action, in the place and stead of the firm of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP. 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 2 
30470.0177.19998791 
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tI 
DATED THIS ~t day ofJuly, 2010. 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
By __________ +-______________ __ 
l' DATED THIS ':J ") day of July, 2010. 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 3 
30470.01771999879.1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~day of July, 2010, I caused to be served a true 
copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Timothy J. Stover 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
746 N. College Road, Suite C 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
[Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc.] 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, ID 83318 
[Attorney for Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc.] 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESSERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
153 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, ID 83338-0168 
[Attorneysfor Dallas Page and 
Anasazi Construction, LLC] 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - 4 
::L- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
...::i- E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208.736.9929 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
--A- E-mail 
-+- Telecopy: 208.878.3368 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
~E-mail 
__ Telecopy: 208. 24.3135 
30470.0177.1999679.1 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_£_en_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~----------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
) 
Case No.: CV 2009-489 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION - 1 000763
• 
vs. 
) 
) 
. ) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
-----------------------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That Riedesel Engineering, Inc. will bring its Motion for 
Reconsideration before the Honorable Randy J. Stoker in the District Courtroom of the Twin Falls 
County Courthouse, Twin Falls, Idaho, on the 7th day of September, 2010 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon 
thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
DATED this 2nd day of August, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
BYD1-a~ 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on the 2nd day of August, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Charles A. Homer 
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
eX) u.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
e ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
(208) 523-9518 
eX) u.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERL"N"G, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION - 3 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY DISTRICT CO~I""-
Fifth Judicial Di5tr!;;,t 
County of TwIn Falls· StatE ~: ;d"t" 
Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
Plaintiff. 
Vs 
Defendant. 
Plaintiff: 
Defendant: 
Courtroom # 2 
Court Minutes I 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV d q -1-/8Cj 
DATE: TIME: 
R- 9-/0 10:00 AM. 
Other: 
Hearing: ~t<"t~~ *' 4/-uuL..J>u.-
( 02 tbtt ~f4i1) 
(117:~ ~ad tut~/;J.Lalnbv1du<1~~ a-~ fi::~_txtn<M;~~A;£~) ~~ 
~ ~4Ut#.< t rridt2i -
,~~-------------------------------------------------l----------------~ ~ { ~ ~ ~ ~.--------------------------------------------------
~, ~ , ~-- --------
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bd~/;J.LalnUL4?~~i: -t:l9!:'tN#; ~A 5i:
d Q1", i YVlli4L
FIFTHJilPICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE ~IDAHO 
~ FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F.S D'STR,q~ Cq~:l{~!> 
427 SHOSHONE STREET NORTH Fifth Judicial 01.,"". :'·~o 
TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 83301 Co 
unty of TwIn Falls· Stale 0, ,·~u" 
AUG 9 2010 ..l: /r;;f~ 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
By_--------;c~\er!; 
Case No: CV -2009~-Q.!QQ[llQlC0144~89~---J5jDe;piputyLiiYCcie(len 
vs. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Motion 
Judge: 
Monday, October 04, 2010 
Randy J. Stoker 
10:00 AM 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on 
August 9th, 2010. 
MailToAgencyName 
, - . 
Copy to: Robert E. Williams III PO Box 168, Jerome, ID, 83338-0168 (Defense Attorney); 
Copy to: Timothy J Stover PO Box 5226, Twin Falls, ID, 83303-5226 (Defense Attorney); 
Copy to: Kent D Jensen PO Box 276, Burley, ID, 83318 (Defense Attorney); 
Copy to: Charles A Homer PO Box 50130, Idaho Falls, ID, 83405 (Plaintiff Attorney) 
/' Mailed Hand Delivered 
Dated: August 9th, 2010 
Kri 'na Glascock 
C rk of the District Court 
B 
DOC22cv 7/96 
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By 
DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of TWin Falls· State of Idaho 
AUG 9 2010 
j :/5 P.M. 
~ Cleric 
\ Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
Page Enterprises, Inc., etal. 
Defendant(s). 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) AMENDED ORDER FOR 
) SCHEDULING CONFERENCE 
) AND ORDER RE: MOTION 
) PRACTICE 
) 
) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-captioned case is scheduled for a 
scheduling conference to commence on October 4. 2010 10:00 at the Twin Falls 
Judicial Courthouse, 427 Shoshone Street North, Twin Falls, Idaho. 
The purpose of the conference will be to enter a scheduling order regarding the 
deadlines contained in the attached schedule. All parties must appear at this time in 
person or by counsel. Counsel must be the handling attorney, or be fully familiar with 
the case and have authority to bind his/her client and law firm on all matters set forth in 
I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
In lieu of this scheduling conference, all parties may stipulate to deadlines and 
other information required in the enclosed Stipulation for Scheduling and Planning. 
This stipulation must be completed and signed by all parties, and filed with the court at 
least three (3) working days before the scheduling conference. The hearing will not 
be vacated until: 1) the attached stipulation is received by the court; and 2) counsel 
has contacted the court's clerk at the number set forth below to confirm that the hearing 
000768
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is vacated. The foregoing notwithstanding, THE STIPULATION ,MAY NOT ALTER THE 
TIME REQUIREMENTS SPECIFIED IN THIS ORDER. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the following shall apply to motions filed in this 
case. 
1.:. SCHEDULING AND HEARINGS. The Court holds its regular civil law and 
motion calendar on alternating Mondays (or Wednesdays following holidays) 
commencing at 9:00 A.M. Scheduling conferences and miscellaneous matters shall be 
heard starting at 9:00 A.M. Motions shall be heard commencing at 10:00 A.M. Absent 
an order shortening time, all motion practice other than motions for summary judgment 
will be governed by LR.C.P. 7. As a matter of courtesy, counsel are expected to 
contact the Court's Deputy Clerk, Dorothy McMullen (phone 208-736-4036) to schedule 
hearings and to confirm the availability of opposing counsel for proposed hearing dates. 
ANY MATTER REQUIRING TESTIMONY TOTALLING MORE THAN 30 MINUTES 
SHALL NOT BE SCHEDULED ON THE COURT'S REGULAR MOTION CALENDAR. 
As an accommodation to out-of-town counsel and parties, hearings on any pretrial 
motion (except scheduling conferences, motions for summary judgment, motions in 
limine or hearings at which testimony is to be offered) may be conducted by telephone 
conference call pursuant to I.R.C.P. 7(b) (4). Unless ordered by the court, telephone 
conferences will be held ONLY if all counsel so stipulate and the court approves that 
stipulation. Counsel requesting a hearing by conference call will be responsible for 
arranging for placement of the call and the cost thereof. The telephone conference 
must be pre-arranged by the Wednesday preceding the date of the hearing. 
000769
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MOTIONS GENERALLY (applies to every motion). 
a. One additional copy marked or stamped "Judge's Copy" of any 
motion and opposing papers (including affidavits, and briefs) must be 
submitted to the judge's chambers when such documents are filed or 
lodged with the clerk of the court. If a party relies upon any case 
decided by an appellate court outside of Idaho, a copy of such case 
must be attached to the copy of the brief submitted to the judge's 
chambers. 
b. The amount of time each side will be allotted for oral argument on a 
motion will be set by the court. 
c. If a notice of hearing is not filed within fourteen (14) days after the 
motion is filed, the motion will be deemed withdrawn. 
2. MOTIONS TO COMPEL DISCOVERY. 
a. A motion to compel discovery must contain a certification as required 
by IRCP 37(a) (2) (that efforts were made to resolve the dispute before 
the motion was filed). 
The motion to compel must SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THAT PORTION 
OF THE DISCOVERY AT ISSUE and CONTAIN A STATEMENT OF 
REQUESTED RELIEF. 
b. Reasonable expenses incurred when successfully prosecuting or 
opposing a motion to compel discovery shall be awarded as provided 
in Rule 37(a)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
3. MOTIONS FOR FULL OR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT. 
a. The party moving for summary judgment shall prepare as separate 
documents: (a) a motion; (b) a legal memorandum containing a 
written statement of reasons and legal authority in support of the 
motion, and (c) a concise statement of the claimed undisputed 
material facts alleged by movant. Each statement of facts shall 
include a reference to the particular place in the record which supports 
the claimed fact. The legal memorandum shall ALSO include a 
statement, supported by authority, of the elements of any claim or 
defense relevant to the motion. 
b. The party opposing a motion for summary judgment shall prepare as 
separate documents: (a) a legal memorandum containing a written 
000770
• • 
statement of reasons in opposition to the motion, and (b) a concise 
statement of claimed genuine issues of material fact and/or which are 
material facts omitted from the moving party's statement of facts. 
Each statement of a fact shall include a reference to the particular 
place in the record which supports the factual dispute. The legal 
memorandum shall include a statement, supported by authority, of the 
elements of any claim or defense relevant to the motion. 
c. The schedule for serving briefs and affidavits shall be as set forth in 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56(c). THESE TIME REQUIREMENTS 
SHALL BE STRICTLY COMPLIED WITH. 
d. The hearing on a motion for summary judgment will be set AFTER the 
moving party has submitted the motion, legal memorandum and 
statement of facts. The hearing date can then be obtained from the 
judge's court clerk. 
DATED this Lday of ~ 
Randy J. StoKer 
District Judge 
'i ". 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned certifies that on the 9th day of August, 2010, she caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE AND 
ORDER RE: MOTION PRACTICE to be served upon the following persons in the 
following manner: 
Plaintiff's Counsel: 
Charles A Homer 
PO Box 50130 
Idaho Falls ID 83405 
Mailed ~ Courthouse Mailbox, __ 
Defendant's Counsel: 
Kent D Jensen 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Mailed / Courthouse Mailbox, __ 
Timothy J Stover 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
Mailed1 Courthouse Mailbox. __ 
Robert E. Williams III 
PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338-0168 
Mailed1 Courthouse Mailbox'----_ 
Faxed __ 
Faxed 
--
Faxed 
--
Faxed ._-
Depu Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
First Federal Savings Bank Of Twin Falls ) 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
) Case No. CV-2009-0000489 
) 
) STIPULATION FOR 
) SCHEDULING AND PLANNING 
) 
Page Enterprises, Inc., eta!. ) 
) 
Oefendant(s). 
The above parties hereby stipulate to the following scheduling deadlines: 
A. EXPERT WITNESSES 
(Plaintiff's experts) 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on which the 
witness is expected to testify. 
2. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required by 
Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
3. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of the 
plaintiffs initial expert witnesses. 
(Defendant's experts) 
4. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as an expert witness at trial and state the subject matter on 
which the witness is expected to testify. 
5. days before trial, defendant shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding expert witnesses. 
6. days before trial, plaintiff shall complete any depositions of the 
defendant's expert witnesses. 
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(Plaintiff's rebuttal experts) 
7. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as an expert witness at trial to rebut new information or issues disclosed 
or raised by the defendant. 
8. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose all information required 
by Rule 26(b)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding the rebuttal expert 
witnesses. 
9. days before trial, defendant shall complete any depositions of 
the plaintiff's rebuttal expert witnesses. 
B. LAY WITNESSES 
1. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each person plaintiff 
intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
2. days before trial, defendant shall disclose each person 
defendant intends to call as a lay witness at trial (excluding impeachment witnesses). 
3. days before trial, plaintiff shall disclose each lay witness 
(excluding impeachment witnesses) plaintiff intends to call at trial to rebut new 
information or issues disclosed or raised by the defendant. 
4. _____ days before trial, all parties shall complete any depositions of lay 
witnesses. 
C. DEADLINES FOR INITIATING DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial is the last day for serving interrogatories, 
requests for production, requests to permit entry upon land or other property, and 
requests for admission. 
2. _____ days before trial is the last day for filing motions for a physical or 
mental examination. 
D. DEADLINE FOR SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY 
1. days before trial, all parties must serve any supplemental 
response to discovery required by Rule 26(e) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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E. PRETRIAL MOTIONS 
1. _____ days before trial is the last day to file motions to add additional 
parties to the lawsuit. 
2. days before trial is the last day to file a motion to amend the 
claims between existing parties to the lawsuit, including to add a claim for punitive 
damages. 
3. All other non-dispositive pre-trial motions (including, but not 
limited to motions in limine) must be filed and heard not less than fourteen (14) days 
before trial. 
F. TRIAL SETTING 
1. This case can be set for a trial to commence on or after _____ _ 
Note, that absent extremely compelling circumstances, no case will be set for 
trial more than 510 days from the date of filing the complaint. 
2. It is estimated that the trial will take days. 
3. This case is to be tried as a: 
____ court trial 
___ ~iury trial 
4. Parties preference for trial dates: (Please confer and complete. Do not 
attach "unavailable dates"). 
(a) Week of Tuesday, __________ , 20_. 
(b) Week of Tuesday, ,20_. 
(c) Week of Tuesday, ,20_. 
5. The parties will submit a pretrial conference memorandum pursuant to 
I.R.C.P. 16(d), which shall be filed with the Clerk no later than seven (7) days before the 
pre-trial conference. The Memorandum may be filed as a joint submission or 
separately. 
G. MEDIATION 
1. The parties agree to mediation: Yes No 
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2. If yes: 
a. The parties agree to submit to mediation with a mediator mutually 
agreed upon. 
b. Mediation shall begin _____ days prior to trial. 
c. Unless otherwise agreed in writing between the parties, the cost of 
mediation shall be equally divided between the parties. 
The parties reserve the right to amend this stipulation by agreement of all 
parties, subject to Court approval; each party reserves the right to seek 
amendment hereof by Court order, and to request further status conferences for 
such purpose, in accordance with I.R.C.P. 16(a) and 16(b). 
Appearances: 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Defendant(s): 
Date: 
Counsel for Other Parties: 
Date: 
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Timothy J. Stover, ISB# 4842 
David W. Gadd, ISB# 7605 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
Post Office Box 5226 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-5226 
Telephone: (208) 736-9900 
Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 
Attorneys for Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) SECOND AMENDED 
) NOTICE OF HEARING ON 
) RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
) INC.'S MOTION FOR 
) RECONSIDERATION 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_£_en_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
-R-IE-D-E-S-E-L-E-N-G-IN-EE-R-IN-G-, -IN"';"C-.-, a-n-I-da-h-o----) 
Corporation, ) 
Cross-Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, L~C.'S 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION -1 000777
• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) 
) 
___________ C_ro_s_s-_D_e_fu_n_d_a_ffi_s_. _____________ ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
--------------~~------------------
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That Riedesel Engineering, Inc. will bring its Motion for 
Reconsideration before the Honorable Randy 1. Stoker in the District Courtroom of the Twin Falls 
County Courthouse, Twin Falls, Idaho, on the 4th day of October, 2010 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon 
thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
-\~ 
DATED thi~ 10 day of August, 2010. 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By titJ~ 
David W. Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that on th:::ID~day of August, 2010, he caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the following persons in the following manner: 
Charles A. Homer 
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 523-9518 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
DaViW~ 
SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING ON RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC.'S 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 3 
000779
• • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
:t'R'CT COURT ~~ JUd\c'a'=~=hO Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
Plaintiff. 
Vs 
~ EU-etpri5e.S 
Defendant. 
Plaintiff: ~.e-\' OCh1\s it:-
Defendant:~id. ~M 
Courtroom # 2 
Court Minutes 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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TIME: 
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DATE: 
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• 
Charles A. Homer (ISB No. 1630) 
Daniel Dansie (ISB No. 7985) 
HOLDEN KIDWELL HAHN & CRAPO, P.L.L.C. 
P.O. Box 50130 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone: (208)523-0620 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9518 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
,. ~ :~. ~: 
j.' 
\;'1 : 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterc1aimant, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
Notice of Compliance 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE 
Page 1 
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• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND 
JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS, I-XV. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff has answered (1) Defendant Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc.'s Second Set ofInterrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents 
to First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls and (2) Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc.'s 
Request for Supplementation of Prior Discovery Responses, and mailed, postage prepaid, 
an original and transmitted by facsimile one copy to Defendant's attorney of record, Timothy 
Notice of Compliance Page 2 
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J. Stover, at Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P.L.L.C., 746 N. College Road, Ste. C, PO Box 
5226, Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 (Facsimile: (208) 736-9929 ). 
DATED this L day of September, 2010. Q JD~./ 
Charles A. Homer 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State ofIdaho, resident of and 
with my office in Idaho Falls, Idaho; that I served a copy of the following described pleading 
or document on the attorneys and/or individuals listed below by hand delivery, by mailing 
with the correct postage thereon, or by facsimile a true and correct copy thereof on this _,_ 
day of September, 2010. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE 
Attorneys and/or Individuals Served: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
Williams Meservy & Lothspeich, LLP 
PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover, P .L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
G:IWPDATAICAHlI5972 - First FederalIDISCOVERYlNotice ofCompliance.wpd 
Notice of Compliance 
~ail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
~Mail ( ) Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
ti-Mai1 ( ) Hand Delivery ~acsimile 
Charles A. Homer 
Page 4 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIST-RlCI..o~··"0L '"' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN ) 
FALLS, ) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_re_n_d_an_t_s-_________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~------------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN ) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.) ) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
Case No.: CV 2009-489 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS 
CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PRE.ruDICE-1 000785
• • 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Third-party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing ) 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS I-XV ) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
COME NOW the parties, the PlaintifflCounterdefendant, First Federal Savings Bank of 
Twin Falls ("First Federal"), by and through its attorney of record, Daniel Dansie; Defendantl 
CounterclaimantiCross-ClaimantiThird Party Plaintiff, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel"), by 
and through its attorney of record, David W. Gadd; DefendantiCross-Defendant, Titan Commercial 
Contractors, Inc. ("Titan"), by and through its attorney of record, Kent D. Jensen; and Third-party 
Defendants, Dallas Page ("Page") and Anasazi Construction, LLC (Page and Anasazi Construction, 
LLC are referred to collectively as "Anasazi"), by and through their attorney of record, Robert E. 
Williams, and stipulate and agree as follows: 
1. Riedesel's claim of Unjust Enrichment against Titan and claim of Breach of 
Contract against Titan and Anasazi, alleged in Riedesel's Counterclaim and Cross-claim and Third-
party Complaint as COUNT II - UNJUST ENRICHMENT and COUNT III - BREACH OF 
CONTRACT, respectively, may be dismissed without prejudice. 
2. As to the dismissal of COUNT II - UNJUST ENRICHMENT and COUNT III -
BREACH OF CONTRACT as alleged in Riedesel's Counterclaim and Cross-claim and Third-
party Complaint, each party shall bear their own costs and fees. 
3. This stipulation shall not affect the validity of First Federal's Mortgages and 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE - 2 
000786
• • 
Riedesel's mechanic's lien or First Federal and Riedesel's respective rights to foreclose said 
mortgages and lien, and Titan and Anasazi shall be bound by the Court's order and/or decree 
foreclosing said mortgages and lien. 
HOLDEN KID\VELL HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
By: ______________________ ___ 
Daniel Dansie 
Attorneys for First Federal 
Dmed: ____________________ __ 
By: ________________________ _ 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney for Titan 
Dated: 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By: j ... .... '~David~ 
Attorneys for Riedesel 
Dated: IIlrz.L,o I , 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
By: 
Robert E. Williams 
Attorneys for Anasazi 
Dated: 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE - 3 
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Riedesel's mechanic's lien or First Federal and Riedesel's respective rights to foreclose said 
mortgages and lien, and Titan and Anasazi shall be bound by the Court's order and/or decree 
foreclosing said mortgages and lien. 
HOLDEN KIDWELL HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
By jJ~'-
Daniel Dansie 
Attorneys for First Federal 
Dated: NoW. J I. z..C' t (!;J 
I 
By: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney for Titan 
Dated: 
------------------------
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
By: ________________________ __ 
David W. Gadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel 
Dated: 
------------------------
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & L01HSPEICH, LLP 
By: ______________________ _ 
Robert E. Williams 
Attorneys for Anasazi 
Dated: 
-----------------------
STIPULATION TO DISMISS CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE - 3 
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• • 
Riedesel's mechanic's lien or First Federal and Riedesel's respective -rights to foreclose said 
mortgages 'and lien, and Titan and Anasazi .. shall be bound by the . 'Court's order and/or decree 
foreclosing said mortgages and lien. 
HOLDEN KIDWELL HAHN & CRApo, PLLe 
. By:~~~-:-_____ _ 
Daniel Dansie 
Attorneys for First Federal 
Dated: 
------------------
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER., PLLC 
By: 
=D-~~~~W~.O~~~d------------
Attorneys for Riedesel 
Dated: ____ - _______ _ 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH. LLP 
By: _________________ __ 
Robert E. Williams 
Attorneys for Anasazi Dmed: ________________ __ 
STIPULAnON TO DISMISS CERTAlN C~IMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE -:3 
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. By: ______ __ _ 
By: ____ =-~~-----------
David W. Oadd 
Dared: _______________ __ 
__ - _
By: ~ ~~~ _________ __ 
Dated: 
--------------------
11/12/2010 10:35 FAX 2083243135 
11-12-'10,10:09 FBOM-WF4IIfLLC 208-736-9929 • 
~ 002/002 
T-193 P0004/0004 F-306 
Riedesel's mechanic's lien or First Federal and Riedesel's respecti'Ve '"rights to foreclose said 
mortgages "and lien, and Titan and Anasazi shall be bound by the" Court's ordet andlor decree 
foreclosing said mortgages and lien. 
HOLDEN KIDWEll HAHN &. CRAPO, PLLC 
" By: ____________ ----____ __ 
Daniel Dansie 
Attorneys for First Federal 
DaUXl: 
--------------------
By: __ -------------------Kent D. Jensen 
Attomey for Titan 
D~ed: ________ --___ __ 
WORST. FIT2GERALD & SrOVBR, PLLC 
By: ~~~~~----------­David W. Oadd 
Attorneys for Riedesel 
Dated: _______________ __ 
WILLIAMS, MESERVY & LOTBSPEICH, LLP 
By:QQuVL 
Robert E. Williams 
Attorney! for Apasazi 
Dated: r' f-l t.· -.l (0 
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By 
qlSTRICT COURT 
FIfth Jutiicial D:~,~~i"ict 
County of Tvlon Fa!1~ • Sl·~£i) of ilia:llo 
NOV 18 2010 
!~ I) :00 ('11 , 
I . 
. I 
./ 
Deputy Cfc;1, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; and RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF 
) FORECLOSURE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_an_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
--------------------------------
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE - 1 
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vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to P AGE E~TERPRISES, INC.) 
Cross-Defendants. 
-----"--- --"-----RIEDESEL ENGINEERl:"-JG, I:0.'C., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
Third-party Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
THE COURT, in accordance with its Memorandum Opinion Re Cross Motions for 
Summary Judgment, and having received notice from First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
("First Federal") in open court that First Federal is withdrawing its Third Affirmative Defense of 
quasi-estoppel, hereby ORDERS AND DECREES as follows: 
1. Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel") possesses a valid and enforceable 
mechanic's lien recorded in Twin Falls County, Idaho, on October 27, 2008, as Instrument No. 
2008-023351, which encumbers certain real property in Twin Falls County, Idaho more particularly 
described on Exhibit A attached hereto ("Subject Property"). Riedesel's lien secures the following 
amounts: principal and interest on the principal to November 15, 2010, in the amount of 
$61,445.26; interest continuing to accrue at the rate of $15.96 per day after November 15,2010, 
until the date of this Judgment; attorneys fees in the amount of $43,624.00; and costs in the amount 
of $2,242.39. Thus, the total secured by Riedesel's lien is $107,311.65 plus interest continuing to 
accrue at the rate of$15.96 per day after November 15,2010, until the date of this Judgment. 
JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE - 2 
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2. First Federal is the mortgagee and holder of the follovving valid and enforceable 
mortgages (the "Mortgages") on the Subject Property: a mortgage recorded in Twin Falls County, 
Idaho, on July 24, 2006, as instrument number 2006-018004 (the "First Mortgage"); a mortgage 
recorded in Twin Falls County, Idaho, on September 13,2007, as instrument number 2007-022873 
(the "Second Mortgage"). The Mortgages are a valid lien on the Subject Property and secure the 
following amounts: principal and interest under the First Mortgage to November 15, 2010, in the 
amount of $900,691.63; interest continuing to accrue on the First Mortgage at the rate of $235.0735 
per day from November 15,2010, until the date of this Judgment; principal and interest under the 
Second Mortgage to November 15, 2010, in the amount of $424,548.43; interest continuing to 
accrue on the Second Mortgage at the rate of$110.7831 per day after November 15,2010, until the 
date of this Judgment; attorney fees in the amount of $48,830.00; and costs in the amount 
of$3,500.67. Thus, the total secured by the Mortgages is $1,377,870.73 with interest continuing to 
accrue at the rate of$345.8566 per day after November 15,2010 until the date ofthis Judgment. 
3. Riedesel's lien against the Subject Property is superior to the right, title, and interest 
of all parties to this action. First Federal's interest in the Subject Property under the Mortgages is 
superior to the right, title, and interest to all parties to this action other than Riedesel. The respective 
interests in the Subject Property of Riedesel and First Federal under their liens are superior to any 
other person, whether known or unknown, who claims, or may claim, an interest in the Subject 
Property which interest was recorded after the recording of a Lis Pendens dated April 6, 2009 and 
recorded in Twin Falls County as Instrument No. 2009-007457 on April 6, 2009. 
4. Riedesel's lien is foreclosed, and all interest which the defendants Page Enterprises, 
Inc. ("Page") and Titan Commercial Contractors, Inc. ("Titan"), and any and all parties claiming by 
or through Page or Titan, have in the Subject Property shall be sold at public auction by the Sheriff 
JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE - 3 
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of Twin Falls County, State of Idaho, in the manner prescribed by the laws of the State of Idaho, 
payable in cash, la\Vful money of the United States of America, in accordance with the practices of 
this Court. Provided, that Riedesel and First Federal each shall be allowed to make a credit bid at the 
sale in an amount not exceeding the total indebtedness owed to each of them as set forth in 
Paragraph 1 and Paragraph 2 above. 
5. Subject to Riedesel's lien, the Mortgages are foreclosed, and all interest which 
defendants Page and Titan, and any and all parties claiming by or through Page or Titan, have in the 
Subject Property shall be sold at public auction by the Sheriff of Twin Falls County, State ofIdaho, 
in the manner prescribed by the laws of the State of Idaho, payable in cash, lawful money of the 
United States of America, in accordance with the practices of this Court. Provided, that Riedesel 
and First Federal each shall be allowed to make a credit bid at the sale in an amount not exceeding 
the total indebtedness owed to each of them as set forth in Paragraph 1 and Paragraph 2 above. 
6. First Federal or Riedesel may become the purchaser or one of the purchasers at the 
sale of the Subject Property. The purchaser or purchasers of the Subject Property shall be entitled to 
all of the rights and privileges available under the laws of the State of Idaho, including the right to 
possession of the Subject Property on the production of a Sheriffs Certificate of Sale. 
7. The Sheriff, from the proceeds of said sale, shall retain his fees, disbursements, 
and commissions on said sale and shall payout the proceeds as follows: 
(a) First, to the cost of the sale; 
(b) Second, to Riedesel the sum of the amounts identified in Paragraph 1 of this 
Judgment, together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date of this 
Judgment, or so much thereof as the proceeds of the sale will pay; 
(c) Third, to First Federal the sum of the amounts identified in Paragraph 2 of 
JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE - 4 000794
• • 
this Judgment, together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date of 
this Judgment, or so much thereof as the proceeds of the sale will pay; 
(d) Fourth, the surplus, if any, shall be paid by said Sheriff to the clerk of this 
Court, there to be held by the clerk of this Court and subject to further order 
of this Court. 
8. The defendants/cross-defendants, Page and Titan, and their successors, personal 
representatives, and all persons claiming to have acquired any estate or interest in and to said 
Subject Property after the recording of a Lis Pendens dated April 6, 2009 and recorded in Twin 
Falls County as Instrument No. 2009-00747 on April 6, 2009, are forever barred and foreclosed of 
and from all right, title, claim, and interest in and to said Subject Property and into every part or 
parcel thereof, except for such rights of redemption as they, or anyone of them, may have, and that 
said persons, and entities, and each of them be, and they hereby are, enjoined and restrained from 
removing or destroying any of the buildings, the improvements or appurtenances, the personal 
property located thereon, or otherwise damaging the lands or properties prior to redemption from 
such sale. j CI 
Dated this n day of November, 2010. 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of November, 2010, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE to be 
. served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles A. Homer 
Daniel Dansie 
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
Post Office Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy 1. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
(v)' U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 523-9518 
(0U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
('U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
(0"'U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
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EXHIBIT A 10 JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF FORECLOSURE 
The real property at issue in this case ("Subject Property") is described as: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: W1I2SE1/4 
EXCEPTING therefrom a parcel ofland located in the SW1I4SE1/4 more 
particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the SW1I4SE1/4; 
THENCE North along the East boundary of the SW1/4SE1I4 for a distance of265 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 435 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of 45 feet; 
THENCE West parallel to the South section line a distance of 168 feet; 
THENCE South parallel to the East boundary a distance of220 feet; 
THENCE East along the South section line 603 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland being on the Northerly side of the center 
line of U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey as shown 
on the plans thereof now on file in the office of the Department of Highways 
of the State of Idaho, and being more particularly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the SW1I4SE1/4; 
THENCE Westerly along the South line of said Section 17 a distance of 1,319.4 
feet, more or less, to the Southwest corner of the SW1I4SE1I4; 
THENCE Northerly along the West line of said SW1I4SE1/4 a distance of 50.0 feet, 
more or less, to a point in a line parallel with and 50.0 feet Northerly from the 
center line of said U.S. Highway 30, Project No. F-2361(14) Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said parallel line 732.4 feet, more or less, to 
a point opposite Station 238+00 of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE North 0° 14'00" East 10.0 feet to a point in a line parallel with and 60.0 
feet Northerly from the center line of said Highway Survey; 
THENCE South 89°46'00" East along said last parallel line 587.0 feet, more or 
less, to a point in the East line of said SW1I4SE1/4; 
THENCE Southerly along said East line 60.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
Highway Station Reference: 238+67.6 to 243+87 
AND ALSO EXCEPTING a parcel ofland located in a portion of the SW1/4SE1I4 
being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter corner of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast corner of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary of the 
SW1/4SE1I4 of Section] 7 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway 
Project F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
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of the SW1I4SE1/4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
• 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(l4); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGIN'NING. 
AND EXCEPTING a 25-foot-wide utility easement along the North and West 
boundary of the following described parcel: 
Township 10 South, Range 18 East, Boise Meridian, Twin Falls County, Idaho 
Section 17: A portion of the SW1/4SE1I4 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°15'45" East 49.98 feet along the West boundary ofSW1I4SE1I4 
of Section 17 to a point on the Northerly right of way of Highway Project 
F-2361(14) and being the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE continuing North 00°15'45" East 915.00 feet along the West boundary 
ofthe SW1/4SE1/4 of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'46" East 542.32 feet; 
THENCE South 00°15'45" West 562.68 feet; 
THENCE South 56°06'12" East 90.17 feet; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 302.94 feet to a point on the Northerly right of 
way of Highway Project F-2361(l4); 
THENCE North 89°18'46" West 617.89 feet along said right of way to the REAL 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 
AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM a parcel of land located in a portion of the 
SW1I4SE1I4 of Section 17 being more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter comer of Section 17; said point lies 
North 89°18'17" West 2641.95 feet from the Southeast comer of Section 17; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 1320.97 feet to the Southeast comer of the 
SW1/4SE1I4 of Section 17; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 265 feet along the East boundary of said 
SW1I4SE1I4; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 435.00 feet parallel with the South boundary of 
Section 17 to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE South 00°10'12" West 45.00 feet; 
THENCE North 89°18'17" West 168.00 feet; 
THENCE North 00°10'12" East 45.00 feet; 
THENCE South 89°18'17" East 168.00 feet to the REAL POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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WATER RIGHTS: 
IDWR Permit #47-17482 for 1.114 cfs 
Twin Falls Canal Company Certificate No. 38413 for 63.56 shares. 
The Subject Property is also described as: 
THE SE1/4, SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 10 SOUTH, RANGE 18 EAST, BOISE 
MERIDIAN, TWIN FALLS COUNTY, IDAHO MORE PARTICULARLY 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 17, 
THENCE NORTH 89°39'17" WEST A DISTANCE OF 2641.88 FEET ALONG THE 
SOUTH SECTION LINE, THENCE NORTH 00005'28"W A DISTANCE OF 49.95' TO 
A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30, THENCE 
SOUTH 89°39'59" EAST A DISTANCE OF 617.81 FEET ALONG THE NORTH 
RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30 TO THE REAL POINT OF BEGINNING; 
THENCE NORTH 00°11'41" WEST A DISTANCE OF 302.98 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 56°28'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 89.96 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 00°05'37" WEST A DISTANCE OF 562.71 FEET; 
THENCE NORTH 89°38'57" WEST A DISTANCE OF 542.32 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
HENCE NORTH 00°05'28" WEST A DISTANCE OF 1677.50 FEET ALONG 
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF THE SE1I4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 89°40'28" EAST A DISTANCE OF 1316.75 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°10'45" EAST A DISTANCE OF 2378.11 FEET ALONG 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SE1/4, SECTION 17; 
THENCE NORTH 89°39'21" WEST A DISTANCE OF 602.98 FEET; 
THENCE SOUTH 00°11'40" EAST A DISTANCE OF 214.89 FEET TO A 
POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30; 
THENCE NORTH 89°37'25" WEST A DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET ALONG 
THE NORTH RIGHTS OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 30 TO THE REAL POINT OF 
BEGINNING. CONTAINING 63.56 ACRES MORE OR LESS. 
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• • DmTRICT COURT 
Fifth J!Jt11c;j;l! District 
County of 1YJln ~;Bi:~ .. S/i:fJ~~ c:/11dahn 
NOV 18 2010 I PJA 
J / d. .00 I q, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CV 2009-489 
) 
) ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN 
CIe<1< 
) CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, 
INC.; ~d RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ D_e_fu_n_d_~_t_s. _________________ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant, 
vs. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS, 
Counterdefendant, ) 
------------------~---------RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
) 
) 
ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE -1 000800
• 
vs. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
) 
) 
) 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as ) 
successor by merger to PAGE ENTERPRISES, I?-JC.) 
) 
___________ C_r_o_ss_-_D_e_re_n_d_an_t_s_. _____________ :) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
) 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as Managing 
Member of ANASAZI CONSTRUCTION, LLC; 
JOHN AND JANE DOES I-X; and XYZ 
CORPORATIONS I-XV 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Third-party Defendants. ) 
--------------~~~-----------------
• 
BASED UPON the stipulation of the parties on file herein, and good cause appearing 
therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED as follows: 
1. Riedesel's claim of Unjust Enrichment against Titan and claim of Breach of 
Contract against Titan and Anasazi, alleged in Riedesel's Counterclaim and Cross-claim and Third-
party Complaint as COUNT II - UNJUST ENRICHMENT and COUNT III - BREACH OF 
CONTRACT, respectively, may be dismissed without prejudice. 
2. As to the dismissal of COUNT II - UNJUST ENRICHMENT and COUNT III -
BREACH OF CONTRACT as alleged in Riedesel's Counterclaim and Cross-claim and Third-
party Complaint, each party shall bear their own costs and fees. 
3. This stipulation shall not affect the validity of First Federal's Mortgages and 
Riedesel's mechanic's lien or First Federal and Juedesel's respective rigbts to foreclose said 
mortgages and lien, and Titan and Anasazi shall be bound by the Court's order and/or decree 
ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE - 2 
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foreclosing said mo 
Dated this ay of November, 2010. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF E 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of November, 2010, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles A. Homer 
Daniel Dansie 
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, PLLC 
Post Office Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
(0'D.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 523-9518 
(.1'U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 878-3368 
(o1U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 324-3135 
(ti) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
( 
BYf\ ~ .. 
Deputy C 
ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN CLAIMS WITHOUT PREJUDICE - 3 
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Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie@holdenlegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Appellant 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
CounterclaimantlRespondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
1 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, I-
xv. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENTS, RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC. AND 
ITS ATTORNEYS OF WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER AND THE CLERK 
OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named Plaintiff! Appellant, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls ("First 
Federal" or "Appellant"), appeals against the above-named Counterc1aimantl 
2 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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Respondent Riedesel Engineering, Inc. ("Riedesel" or "Respondent") to the Idaho 
Supreme Court from the November 18,2010 Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure 
entered in the above-entitled action, Honorable Randy J. Stoker presiding. Pursuant 
to Rule 17, I.A.R., Appellant's appeal of such November 18, 2010, Judgment shall 
also include appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court of the following opinions and orders 
of the Honorable Randy J. Stoker: the January 25,2010, Memorandum Opinion Re: 
Cross Motions for Summary Judgment; the April 22, 2010, Order on Plaintiffs 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment; and the May 28,2010, Order Re: Plaintiffs 
Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)( 1) Motion for Relief from Order and 
Motion for Reconsideration. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgment 
described in paragraph 1 above is an appealable judgment under and pursuant to 
Idaho Rule II(a)(1), I.A.R. 
3. The following is a preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the Appellant 
intends to assert in the appeal: 
a. Whether the lien on certain real property (the "Property") located in Twin Falls 
County and identified with particularity in the Judgment and Decree of 
Foreclosure, which lien (the "First Federal Lien") was created by recording 
mortgage in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, on July 24,2006, as 
Instrument No. 2006-018004, is a first-position encumbrance on the Property. 
3 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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b. Whether the lien on the Property created by recording a Notice of Claim of 
Labor and Materialmen's Lien in the records of Twin Falls County, Idaho, on 
October 27,2008, as Instrument No. 2008-023351 (the "Riedesel Lien") is 
facially invalid. 
c. Whether the District Court erred in refusing to find that the Riedesel Lien did 
not comply with Idaho Code § 45-507. 
d. Whether the District Court erred in determining that the First Federal Lien was 
junior to the Riedesel Lien. 
e. Whether the District Court erred in determining that First Federal, through 
statements made by its previous counsel, had waived its right to challenge the 
validity of Riedesel's lien. 
f. Whether the District Court erred in refusing to allow First Federal to withdraw 
any statements previously made by its counsel which constituted admissions. 
g. Whether the District Court erred in failing to grant First Federal relief from the 
Court's earlier decisions. 
h. Whether First Federal is entitled to attorney fees on appeal. 
4. The Appellant requests the preparation of the reporter's transcripts, pursuant to Idaho 
Appellate Rule 25, from the hearings held on January 11,2010 (Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment and Riedesel's Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment), April 19, 
2010 (Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment), and May 17,2010 (Motion 
4 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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for Reconsideration, Renewed Motion for Continuance, Motion to Withdraw 
Admission, Motion for Relief and Motion for Reconsideration) in front of Judge 
Randy J. Stoker. 
5. The Appellant requests the following documents be included in the Clerk's record in 
addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R.: 
a. Complaint (1/26/09) 
b. Answer (3/18/09) 
c. Counterclaim and Crossclaim and Third Party Complaint (4/6/09) 
d. Reply to Counterclaim (4/8/09) 
e. Motion for Summary Judgment (4/27/09) 
f. Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 
(4/27/09) 
g. Amended Motion for Summary Judgment (10/22/09) 
h. Riedesel Engineering, Inc's Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment (11/9/09) 
1. Affidavit of Aaron L. Wert in Support of Riedesel Engineering, Inc's Cross-
Motion for Summary Judgment (11/9/09) 
J. Second Affidavit of Jason Meyerhoeffer (12/23/09) 
k. Court Minutes (1/11/10) 
1. Memorandum Opinion Re: Cross Motions for Summary Judgment (1/25/10) 
5 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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m. Plaintiff s Second Motion for Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. (3/10/10) 
n. Affidavit of Ryan T. McFarland in Support of Plaintiffs Second Motion for 
Summary Judgment Against Defendant Riedesel Engineering, Inc. (3/10/1 0) 
o. Court Minutes (4/19/10) 
p. Order on Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment (4122/10) 
q. Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(B)(I) Motion for Relief 
from Order and Motion for Reconsideration (5/3/10) 
r. Affidavit of John S. Ritchie in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw 
Admission, Rule 60(B)(1) Motion for Relief from Order (5/3/10) 
s. Court Minutes (5/17/10) 
t. Order Re: Plaintiffs Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(B)(1) Motion 
for Relief from Order and Motion for Reconsideration (5/28/10) 
u. Judgment and Decree ofForec1osure (11/18/10) 
v. Order Dismissing Claims Without Prejudice (11/18/10) 
6. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on each reporter of whom a 
transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out below: 
Sabrina Vasquez 
427 Shoshone Street North 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
6 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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(2) 0 
(c)(1) 181 
(2) 0 
• • 
That the estimated fee for preparation of the reporter's transcript has 
been paid. 
That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated transcript fee 
because appellant has not requested any reporter's transcript. 
That the estimated fee for preparation ofthe clerk's record has been 
paid. 
That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record. 
(d)(l) 181 That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
(2) 0 That the appellant is exempt from paying the appellate filing fee. 
( e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20, I.A.R. 
DATED: December:{'\ ,2010. 
CRAPO,PLLC 
7 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, resident of and 
with my office in Idaho Falls, Idaho; that I served a copy of the following described pleading 
or document on the attorneys and/or individuals listed below by hand delivery, by mailing .,~ 
with the correct postage thereon, or by facsimile a true and correct copy thereof on this ~ 1 
day of December, 2010. 
Document Served: NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Attorneys and/or Individuals Served: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
BurleyID 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & 
LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, 
P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
G:IWPDATAICAHlI5972 - Fir>t FederallPLEADINGSlNotice of Appeal, VOl.wpd 
8 - NOTICE OF APPEAL 
('1.) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
("p Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
('» Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
Charles A. Homer 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE" AffLSE1f· IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL~O 
II JAN I 0 PH I: 45 
FIRST FEDERAL SA VINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
CounterclaimantiRespondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Crossc1aimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I1Y_ 
---~-Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 Cl(IfK --
District Court No. CV 2899489 \Jt LOEPUTY 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
OF APPEAL 
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managing member of ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE) 
DOES I - X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORA TIONS, I - XV ) 
) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
APPEAL FROM: Fifth Judicial District, Twin Falls County. 
Honorable Randy J. Stoker, presiding 
CASE NUMBER FROM COURT: CV 09-489 
• 
APPEAL AGAINST: The above named Appellant, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin 
Falls, appeals from the Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure which was entered in the 
above-entitled matter on November 18, 2010 and from the Memorandum Opinion RE 
Cross Motions for Summary Judgment which was entered in the above-entitled matter 
on January 25, 2010 and from the Order on Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment which was entered in the above-entitled matter on April 22, 2010 and from 
the Order RE: Plaintiff's Motion to Withdraw Admission, Rule 60(b)(l) Motion for 
Relief from Order and Motion for Reconsideration which was entered in the above-
entitled matter on May 28, 2010. 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENTS: 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT: 
Timothy Stover and David Gadd of Worst, 
Fitzgerald & Stover P.L.L.C. 
Charles Homer and Daniel Dansie of 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.c. 
APPEALED BY: First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
APPEALED AGAINST: Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED: December 28,2010 
AMENDED APPEAL FILED: 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL FILED: 
AMENDED NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL FILED: 
APPELLATE FEE PAID: yes, see attached receipt 
ESTIMATED CLERK'S RECORD FEE PAID: yes, $100.00, see attached receipt 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL - 2 
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RESPONDENT OR CROSS-RESONDENT'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL 
RECORD FILED: 
RESPONDENT OR CROSS-RESPONDENT'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT FILED: 
WAS DISTRICT COURT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT REQUESTED: Yes 
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment and Riedesel's Cross-Motion for 
Summary Judgment -- January 11, 2010 
Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment - April 19, 2010 
Motion for Reconsideration, Renewed Motion for Continuance, Motion to 
Withdraw Admission, Motion for Relief and Motion for Reconsideration -- May 
17,2010 
ESTIMATED NUMBER OF PAGES: 
IF SO, NAME OF EACH REPORTER OF WHOM A TRANSCRIPT HAS 
BEEN REQUESTED AS NAMED BELOW AT THE ADDRESS SET OUT 
BELOW: 
Name and address: Sabrina Vasquez, P. O. Box 126, Twin Falls, ID 
83303-0126 
DATED: January 10,2011 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Cl k f the District Court 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL - 3 
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• JAN. 7.2011 11:41AM 1,,0 SUPREME COURT 
JTO:TWIN_FALL~OUNTY ~ 
~p;tk~ 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefen.dant-Appellant, 
v. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Counterclaimant-Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, (NC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation., 
Crossclaimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC,; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
corporation, 
Third party Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
• 
NO. 0596 P. 1 
Supreme Court Docket No. 38407-2011 
Twin Falls County Docket No. 
2009·489 
000814
JAN.7.201111:41AM I~ SUPREME COURT 
• 
NO. 0596 P. 2 
v. ) ) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as ) 
managing member of ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE ) 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, ) 
I-XV! ) ) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
[Type text] 
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IDAHO SUPREME COURT 
Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334-2210 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK, CLERK 
Attn: SHARIE COOPER 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
PO BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-0126 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED (T) 
Docket No. 38407-2011 FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS Twin Falls County District Court 
BANK OF TWIN FALLS v. #2009-489 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
INC. 
A NOTICE OF APPEAL in the above-entitled matter was filed in this office on 
DECEMBER 30, 2010. The DOCKET NUMBER shown above will be used for this appeal 
regardless of eventual Court assignment. 
The CLERK'S RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT(S) must be filed in this office 
on or before APRIL 28, 2011. 
The REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT(S) MUST BE LODGED with the District Court Clerk 
or Agency **35 DAYS PRIOR** to the date of filing in this office. 
THE REPORTER SHALL FILE A NOTICE OF LODGING WITH THIS COURT. 
THE FOLLOWING TRANSCRIPTS (PURSUANT TO LA.R. 25) SHALL BE LODGED: 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 1-11-10 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 4-19-10 
RECONSIDERATION, ETC 5-17-10 
01120/2011 DB 
For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Courts 
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IDAHO SUPREME Coutu 
Clerk of the Courts 
(208) 334-2210 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK, CLERK 
Attn: SHARIE COOPER 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
PO BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83303-0126 
• DISTRICT caUR 
IDAHO CdWitt18t!4m~Hb 
. fiLED 
p.6~~o~~~ AM 9: 44 
Boisej3:{qaho 83720-0101 
CLERiC-· 
--.... ~~--_OEPUTY 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE FILED 
Docket No. 38407-2011 FIRST FEDERAL 
SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS v. 
RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC. 
Twin Falls County District Court 
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Enclosed is a copy of the CLERK'S CERTIFICATE for the above-entitled appeal, which 
was filed in this office on JANUARY 11,2011. 
Please carefully examine the TITLE and the CERTIFICATE and advise the District Court 
Clerk (or the Agency secretary, if applicable) AND this office of any errors detected on this 
document. 
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the parties to this appeal when the title is extremely long. 
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Stephen W. Kenyon 
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• .. , DISTRICT COURT 
T WIN fAJ+~ CO~ J.Q!}~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF Tfm',\~~:~,t':l:;,I~ Cf]W\T 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FMIl,q .. ,'.I,\r'i~~:"(,! ,,'i l ::; ;'[ ',~ 
'I.'llfr'1ANI,2'4', AM 9: 4'4' '.".' 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Crossclaimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
BY_ 2ml JAN I \ A q: 32 
ClERX -. 
Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 
District Court No. CV 2009-489 DEPUTY 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
OF APPEAL 
FILED - ORIGINAL 
JAN I I 2011 
Supreme Court_Court 
Entered on ATS b 
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• • 
RESPONDENT OR CROSS-RESONDENT'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL 
RECORD FILED: 
RESPONDENT OR CROSS-RESPONDENT'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT FILED: 
WAS DISTRICT COURT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT REQUESTED: Yes 
Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment and Riedesel's Cross-Motion for 
Summary Judgment -- January 11,2010 
Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary Judgment - April 19, 2010 
Motion for Reconsideration, Renewed Motion for Continuance, Motion to 
Withdraw Admission, Motion for Relief and Motion for Reconsideration -- May 
17, 2010 
ESTIMATED NUMBER OF PAGES: 
IF SO, NAME OF EACH REPORTER OF WHOM A TRANSCRIPT HAS 
BEEN REQUESTED AS NAMED BELOW AT THE ADDRESS SET OUT 
BELOW: 
Name and address: Sabrina Vasquez, P. O. Box 126, Twin Falls, ID 
83303-0126 
DATED: January 10, 2011 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
CI k f the District Court 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL - 3 
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• 
Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer(ZiJ,holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie(Q)holdenlegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff! Appellant 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
• 
Bond No. 811~Wr{B -9 AM 10: 35 
8Y _______ . ___ -__ _ 
CLERK 
, ____ ~~f¥_DEPIJT'I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
CounterclaimantlRespondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
1 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
000820
... 
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, 1-
xv. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
WHEREAS, the Appellant, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, desires to give 
undertaking for a motion for a stay of execution of a judgment, as provided by Rule 13(b)(14), 
Idaho App. R. 
NOW THEREFORE; the Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland ("Surety") does 
hereby obligate itself, jointly and severally to the Respondent, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), under said Rule 13(b)(14) in the sum of$145,943.84; Surety agrees to pay all sums 
to which Riedesel may become entitled by reason of the outcome of the appeal, within 30 days 
2 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
000821
;- .. • • 
ofthe filing of the remittitur from the Supreme Court, up to the full amount of this bond; and 
Surety and hereby consents to the exercise of personal jurisdiction by this court and irrevocably 
appoints the clerk of the court as its agent upon whom any papers affecting liability on this bond 
may be served. 
IN WITNESS THEREOF, the said Surety has caused its corporate name and seal to be 
hereunto affixed by its duly authorized officer at Newport Beach, California, on this 4th day of 
February , 2011. 
3 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
Surety: 
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 
801 N. Brand Blvd., Penthouse Suite 
Glendale, CA 91203 
~ , ~ . fuu<lh , By: 
........ ~ ..... ~ 
Irene Lau 
Attorney-in-Fact 
000822
• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, resident of 
and with my office in Idaho Falls, Idaho; that I served a copy of the following described 
pleading or document on the attorneys and/or individuals listed below by hand delivery, 
by mailing with the correct postage thereon, or by facsimile a true and correct copy 
thereof on this <t'" day of February, 2011. 
Document Served: SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
Attorneys and/or Individuals Served: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & 
LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, 
P.L.L.c. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
G·IWPDATAICAIDI5972 - First FederallPLEADINGSISUPERSEDEAS BOND, v02.wpd 
4 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
t'l) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
~) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
~) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
000823
• • 
Power of Attorney 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a 
corporation of the State of Maryland, by PAUL C. ROGERS, Vice President, and T. E. SMITH, Assistant Secretary, in 
pursuance of authority granted by Article VI, Section 2, of the By-Laws of said Company, who set forth on the reverse 
side hereof and are hereby certified to be in full force and effect on the date~hereof d s ~ . ate, constitute and 
appoint Irene LAU, of Newport Beach, California, its true and law~~ ::...in~)~ make, execute, seal 
and deliver, for, and on its behalf as surety, and as its act and " kt~~t[: tho 4 ~ngs, and the 
execution of such bonds or undertakings in pursuan .J, S ",' on said Company, as fully and 
amply, to all intents and purposes, as if~h~ ~ dll xecPf~1 e ged by the regularly elected officers of 
the Company at its office in Bal~~~h~rr ~~r~. This power of attorney revokes that issued on 
behalfOflreneLA~\ ~~~ cJ7®\J3-l~ 
The said Assistant ~ Pes.~~ ~ifY1hat the extract set forth on the reverse side hereof is a true copy of Article VI, 
Section 2, of the By- . ~ dritr~~and is now in force. 
IN WITNESS OF, the said Vice-President and Assistant Secretary have hereunto subscribed their names and 
affixed the Corporate Seal of the said FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, this 16th day of June, 
A.D. 2003. 
ATTEST: FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
By: 
T. E. Smith Assistant Secretary Paul C. Rogers Vice President 
Stat: of Maryland }ss: 
BaltImore County 
On this 16th day of June, A.D. 2003, before the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, duly 
commissioned and qualified, came PAUL C. ROGERS, Vice President, and T. E. SMITH, Assistant Secretary of the 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, to me personally known to be the individuals and officers 
described in and who executed the preceding instrument, and they each acknowledged the execution of the same, and being 
by me duly sworn, severally and each for himself deposeth and saith, that they are the said officers of the Company aforesaid, 
and that the seal affixed to the preceding instrument is the Corporate Seal of said Company, and that the said Corporate Seal 
and their signatures as such officers were duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and direction of 
the said Corporation. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal the day and year frrst above 
written. 
Dennis R. Hayden Notary Public 
My Commission Expires: February 15,2013 
POA-F 012-4451A 
000824
m \J0D
pes; , tifY1hat
\ y, 
EXTRACT FROM BY-LAWS OF FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
"Article VI, Section 2. The Chairman of the Board, or the President, or any Executive Vice-President, or any of the Senior 
Vice-Presidents or Vice-Presidents specially authorized so to do by the Board of Directors or by the Executive Committee, 
shall have power, by and with the concurrence of the Secretary or anyone of the Assistant Secretaries, to appoint Resident 
Vice-Presidents, Assistant Vice-Presidents and Attorneys-in-Fact as the business of the Company may require, or to 
authorize any person or persons to execute on behalf of the Company any bonds, undertaking, recognizances, stipulations, 
policies, contracts, agreements, deeds, and releases and assignments of judgements, decrees, mortgages and instruments in 
the nature ofmortgages, ... and to affix the seal of the Company thereto." 
CERTIFICATE 
I, the undersigned, Assistant Secretary of the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing Power of Attorney is still in full force and effect on the date of this certificate; and I do further certify that 
the Vice-President who executed the said Power of Attorney was one of the additional Vice-Presidents specially authorized 
by the Board of Directors to appoint any Attorney-in-Fact as provided in Article VI, Section 2, of the By-Laws of the 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND. 
This Power of Attorney and Certificate may be signed by facsimile under and by authority of the following resolution of the 
Board of Directors of the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND at a meeting duly called and held on 
the 10th day of May, 1990. 
RESOLVED: "That the facsimile or mechanically reproduced seal of the company and facsimile or mechanically 
reproduced signature of any Vice-President, Secretary, or Assistant Secretary of the Company, whether made heretofore or 
hereafter, wherever appearing upon a certified copy of any power of attorney issued by the Company, shall be valid ai;d 
binding upon the Company with the same force and effect as though manually affixed." 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed the corporate seal of the said Company, 
this _____ day of ___ F_E_B_-_4_Z0_1_1 __ _ 
Assistant Secretary 
000825
,. 
• 
Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie@holdenlegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Appellant 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
• 
20\ I fEB -9 M1 \0: 35 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
_ FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR 
STAY OF EXECUTION OR 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
1 - STIPULATED MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
000826
• RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
CounterclaimantiRespondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, 1-
XV. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
Plaintiff / Appellant First Federal Savings of Twin Falls and Counterclaimant / 
Respondent Riedesel Engineering, Inc., do hereby jointly move this Court for an order 
2 - STIPULATED MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
000827
~--------------------------------~------
• • 
staying the execution of the Judament entered in this action on November 18,2010, 
pending the outcome of the instant appeal. The parties hereby COOIent to the entry of an 
order in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
This motion is made pursuant to Rule 13(bX14), I.A.R. Concurrent with this 
motion, Plaintiff/Appellant has filed a supersedeas bond in the amount of$14S,943.84, 
which is 136% of the amount of Riedescl's lien against the real property subject to this 
action. A true and correct copy of the supcraedeas bond is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 
Plaintiff / Appellant and Counterclaimant / Respondent request that this Co 
supersedeas bond constitutes adequate security under Rule 13(b )(14) f1 
this motion. 
Dated: ~) ~} 11 
Dated: 'L!~'/II ----li~l "'----
Charles A. Homer 
Attorney for Plaintiff / A 
of Twin Falls 
David W. Oadd 
Attomoy for Counterolaimant / Respondent Riedesel 
Engineering, Inc. 
3 - STIPULATED MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION ORBNFORCBMBNT OF RJOOMENT 
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• • CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, resident of 
and with my office in Idaho Falls, Idaho; that I served a copy of the following described 
pleading or document on the attorneys and/or individuals listed below by hand delivery, 
by mailing with the correct postage thereon, or by facsimile a true and correct copy 
thereof on this %"'" day of February, 201l. 
Document Served: STIPULATED MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
Attorneys and/or Individuals Served: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & 
LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
- PO Box 168 
Jerome ID 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, 
P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
G.I WPDAT AICAHlI5972 • First FederaIlPLEADINGSIStay, Stipulated MOT wpd 
('#) Mail ( ) Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
(~Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
('jJ, Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
4 - STIPULATED MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
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• 
Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie@holdenlegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff! Appellant 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
_ FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff! Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
ORDER FOR STAY OF 
EXECUTION OR 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
1 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT EXHIBIT 
I A 
000830
• RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, 1-
XV. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
The Court has reviewed parties' Stipulated Motion for Stay of Execution or Enforcement 
of Judgment and the supersedeas bond filed by First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls. The 
2 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
000831
• • Court finds that the security in the bond is adequate and that there is good cause for granting the 
parties' motion. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that execution or enforcement of the 
Judgment in this matter dated November 18,2010, is hereby stayed pending the outcome of the 
appeal. Upon remittitur from the supreme court, this Court will determine what, if any, funds 
from the bond should be disbursed to the parties. 
DATED this __ day of ______ , 2011. 
RANDY J. STOKER 
District Judge 
3 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
000832
• • CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this __ day of February, 2011, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing ORDER to be served by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Charles A. Homer 
Daniel Dansie 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.c. 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls ID 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
_ David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
- Twin Falls, ID 83303 
G\ WPDA T A\CAHI 15972 - First Federa1IPLEADINGS\Stay, Stipulated ord.wpd 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 523-9518 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 878-3368 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 324-3135 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
By: 
-----------------------
Deputy Clerk 
4 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
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• 
Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie(iUhoidenIegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
t 000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208.;.523-0620 
Facsimile 208-5Z3-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff!Appellant . 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
---. 
Bond No. 8958746 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWlNFALLS, 
Plaintiff! Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, . . 
CounterclaimantiRespondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant 
1 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
Case No. CV -2009-489 
SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
EXHIBIT 
I B 
000834
• 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC.,. as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS P AGE, in~ividually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, 1-
XV. 
Third-party Defendants 
WHEREAS, the Appellant, First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls, desires to give 
undertaking for a motion for a stay of execution of a judgment, as provided by Rule 13(b)(l4), 
Idaho App. R. 
NOW lliEREFORE; the Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland ("Surety") does 
hereby obligate itself, jointly and severally to the Respondent, Riedesel Engineering, Inc. 
("Riedesel"), under said Rule 13(b)(I4) in the sum of$145,943.84; Surety agrees to pay all sums 
to which Riedesel may become entitled by reason of the outcome of the appeal, within 30 days 
2 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
000835
Of the filing of the remittitur from the Supreme Court. up to the full amount of this bond; and 
Surety and hereby consents to the exercise of personal jurisdiction by this court and irrevocably 
appoints the clerk of the court as its agent upon whom any papers affecting liability on this bond 
may be served. 
IN WITNESS THEREOF. the said Surety has caused its corporate name and seal to be 
hereunto affixed by its duly authorized officer at Newport Beach, California, on this 4th day of 
February.2011. 
3-SUPERSEDEASBOND 
Surety: 
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 
801 N. Brand Blvd., Penthouse Suite 
Glendale, CA 91203 
By: \, ~~LJh , 
Irene Lau -- '="" 
Attorney-in-Fact 
000836
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I am a duly licensed attorney in the State ofIdaho, resident of 
and with my office in Idaho Falls, Idaho;.that I served a copy of the following described 
pleading or document on the attorneys and/or individuals listed below by hand delivery, 
by mailing with the correct postage thereon, or by facsimile ,a true and correct copy 
thereof on this __ day of February, 2011. 
Document Served: SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
Attorneys and/or Individuals Served: 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 276 
Burley ID 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & 
LOTHSPEICH, LLP 
POBox 168 
Jerome ID 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, 
P.L.L.C. 
746 N. College Road, Ste. C 
PO Box 5226 
Twin Falls ID 83303-5226 
( ) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
( ) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
( ) Mail () Hand Delivery ( ) Facsimile 
Charles A. Homer 
O:\WPDATAICAHIJ5972 • Firs! Fedetal\PLEAOINOS\SUPl!RSEDEAS BOND. YIll.wpd 
4 -SUPERSEDEAS BOND 
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-. • 
Power of Attorney 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
ATTEST: FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
By: 
T. E. Smith Assistant Secretary . Paul C. Rogers . Vice President 
Sta~ of Maryland } ss: 
BaltImore COWlty 
. .. 
On this 16th day of June, A.D. 2003, b¢fore the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, duly 
commissioned and. qualified, came PAUL C. ROGERs, Vice President, and T_ E. SMITH, Assistant Secretary of the 
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, to me personally known to be the individuals and officers 
described in and who executed the preceding instrument, and they each acknowledged the execution of the same, and being 
by me duly sworn, severally and each for himself deposeth and saith, that they are the said officers of the Company aforesaid, 
and that the seal affixed to the preceding instrument is the Corporate Seal of said Company, and that the said Corporate Seal 
and their signatures as such officers ~ere duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and direction of 
the said Corporation. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereWlto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal the day and year first above 
written. 
Dennis R. Hayden Notary Public 
My Commission Expires: February 15,2013 
POA-F 012-4451A 
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• 
EXTRACT FROM BY -LAWS OF FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 
"Article VI, Section 2. The Chaixman of the Board, or the President, or any Executive Vice-President, or any of the Senior 
Vice-Presidents or Vice-Presidents specially authorized so to do by the Board of Directors or by the Executive Committee, 
shall have power, by and with the concurrence of the Secretary or anyone of the Assistant Secretaries, to appoint Resident. 
Vice-Presidents, Assistant Vice-Presidents and Attorneys-in-Fact as the business of the Company may require, or to 
authorize any person or persons to execute on behalf of the Company any bonds, undertaking, recognizances, stipulations, 
policies, contracts, agreements, deeds, and releases and assignments of judgements, decrees, mortgages and instruments in 
the nature ofmortgages, ... and to affIX the seal of the Company thereto," 
CERTIFICATE 
I, the undersigned, Assistant Secretary of the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing Power of Attorney is still in full force and effect on the date of this certificate; and I do further certify that 
the Vice-President who executed the said Power of Attorney was one of the additional Vice..Presidents specially authorized 
by the Board of Directors to appoint any Attorney-in-Fact as provided in Article VI, Section 2, of the By-Laws of the 
FIDELl1Y AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND. 
This Power of Attorney and Certificate may be signed by facsimile under and by authority of the following resolution of the 
Board of Directors of the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND at a meeting duly called and held on 
the 10th day of May, 1990. 
RESOLVED: "That the facsimile or mechanically reproduced seal of the company and facsimile or mechanically 
reproduced signature of any Vice-President, Secretary, or Assistant Secretary of the Company, whether made heretofore or 
here!lfier, wherever appearing upon a certified copy of any power of attorney issued by the Company, shall be valid and 
binding upon the Company with the same force and effect as though manually affixed." 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed the corpomte seal of the said Company, 
this ____ day of __ ....;F_EB_-_4_Z_01_1 __ -" ____ '
Assistant Secretary 
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• 
Charles A. Homer, ISB # 1630 
chomer@holdenlegal.com 
Daniel Dansie, ISB # 7985 
ddansie@holdenlegal.com 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
1000 Riverwalk Drive, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Telephone 208-523-0620 
Facsimile 208-523-9518 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Appellant 
First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls 
• 
DiS i R!CT GaUR r 
1 WIN FALLS co. IDAHO 
F"lLEO 
20 II fEB I 4 AM \I : 33 
5'1 ___ ---CLER~r-
flEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Appellant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC.; and RIEDESEL 
ENGINEERING, INC., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2009-489 
ORDER FOR STAY OF 
EXECUTION OR 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
1 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
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'. • RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
CounterclaimantiRespondent, 
v. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Counterdefendant. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Cross-Claimant, 
v. 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.; TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., as 
successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 
Cross-Defendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation, 
Third-party Plaintiff, 
v. 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as 
Managing Member of ANASAZI 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE 
DOES I-X; and XYZ CORPORATIONS, 1-
XV. 
Third-party Defendants 
• 
The Court has reviewed parties' Stipulated Motion for Stay of Execution or Enforcement 
of Judgment and the supersedeas bond filed by First Federal Savings Bank of Twin Falls. The 
2 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
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• • Court finds that the security in the bond is adequate and that there is good cause for granting the 
parties' motion. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that execution or enforcement of the 
Judgment in this matter dated November 18,2010, is hereby stayed pending the outcome of the 
appeal. Upon remittitur from the supreme court, this Court will determine what, if any, funds 
from the bond should be disbursed to th parties. 
/ 
DATED this $ day of __ ~--",----+-_, 2011. \ 
I 
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• • CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 14 day of February, 2011, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing ORDER to be served by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Charles A. Homer 
Daniel Dansie 
Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, P.L.L.C. 
P.O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls ID 83405 
Kent D. Jensen 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 276 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Robert E. Williams 
WILLIAMS MESERVY & LOTH SPEICH, LLP 
P.O. Box 168 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Timothy J. Stover 
. David W. Gadd 
WORST, FITZGERALD & STOVER, PLLC 
P.O. Box 5226 
- Twin Falls, ID 83303 
G:IWPDATAICAH\15972 - First Federal\PLEADINGSIStay, Stipulated ord.wpd 
04. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 523-9518 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
-C ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 878-3368 
9<$ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( j Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 324-3135 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile (208) 736-9929 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
4 - ORDER FOR STAY OF EXECUTION OR ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT 
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DiSTRiCT COURT 
1 WIN FALLS CO. IDAHO 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIf§*,·~:fCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTi08~A~~lNP~A~~ 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS, 
Appellant, 
vs. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, 
Respondent. 
_-Jlf!r~::;...-___ OEPUTY 
SUPREME COURT #38407 
DISTRICT COURT C}(2009-0489 
NOTICE OF LODGING 
To: THE CLERK OF THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on January 21st, 2011, 
I lodged a transcript of q1 pages in length for the 
above-referenced appeal wlth the District Court Clerk 
of Twin Falls County in the Fifth Judicial District. 
The transcript includes: Motions for Summary Judgment, 
1/11/10; Motion to Reconsider, 4/19/10; and Motion to 
Reconsider 5/17/10. 
A PDF copy of the transcript has been e-mailed 
to sctfilings@idcourts.net. 
-abrIna-VaSq1J~~--
Official Court Reporter 
1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, ) 
Crossc1aimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 
District Court No. CV 2009-489 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
000845
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as ) 
managing member of ANASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE ) 
DOES I - X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS, I - XV ) 
) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing CLERK'S RECORD on Appeal in this cause was compiled and bound under my 
direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of the pleadings and documents 
requested by Appellate Rule 28. 
I do further certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above-entitled 
cause, will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 16th day of March, 2011. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
m/"\< .. c ~~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Crossc1aimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS - 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 
District Court No. CV 2009-489 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
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) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as ) 
managing member of AN ASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE) 
DOES I - X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS, I - XV ) 
) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify: 
That the following is a list of exhibits to the record that have been filed during the 
course of this case. 
Reporter's Transcript, Motion for Summary Judgment, January 11, 2010, Filed May 3, 2010 
Reporter's Transcript, Motion to Reconsider, April 19, 2010, Filed May 3, 2010 
In WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 16th day of March, 2011. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS - 2 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
~. ~C 
DepUty Clerk r 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK OF 
TWIN FALLS, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendantl Appellant, 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Counterclaimant/Respondent, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation, 
Crossciaimant, 
and 
PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC., TITAN 
COMMERCIAL CONTRACTORS, INC., 
as successor by merger to PAGE 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Crossdefendants. 
RIEDESEL ENGINEERING, INC., an 
Idaho Corporation, 
Certificate of Service 1 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No. 38407-2011 
District Court No. CV 2009-489 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DALLAS PAGE, individually and as ) 
managing member of AN ASAZI ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC; JOHN AND JANE ) 
DOES I - X; and XYZ ) 
CORPORATIONS, I - XV ) 
) 
Third party Defendants. ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by United States Mail, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD and 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
Charles A. Homer 
Holden, Kidweel, Hahn & Crapo 
P. O. Box 50130 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
David W. Gadd 
Worst, Fitzgerald & Stover 
P. O. Box 5226 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-5226 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said this 16th 
day of March, 2011. 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
~~ 
Certificate of Service 2 
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